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7/7 - The end of the fool’s paradise? 


After the 11 September 2001 events in the United 
States, we published a special issue on the attacks 
and what they meant. We now have the melancholy 
duty of publishing a similar issue on an equally 
devastating British tragedy — devastating not only 
for those caught up in the blasts and their families, 
but also, hopefully (if any hope can come of this 
viciousness), for various modern myths. 

The proximate mythological victim is the belief 
that Islam is ‘a religion of peace’ One would not 
wish to make any cheap, post-modern points 
about Islam, a dignified creed which has given 
rise to great achievements and which answers 
the spiritual needs of many millions. Yet, while 
most Muslims, like most Christians, are content 
to go through their lives without worrying too 
much about the actual content of their sacred 
writings, the discomfiting truth (or part-truth) is 
that, as John Buchan put it in Greenmantle, “Islam 
is a fighting creed, and the mullah still stands in 
the pulpit with the Koran in one hand and a drawn 
sword in the other”. 

Although the Koran contains much that 
is noble, it also unhappily contains a streak of 
contempt for non-Muslims. Time and again, this 
has made itself bloodily manifest, as ‘the sword 
of the Prophet’ has swept its way from the Middle 
East to the Great Wall of China, the wide Deccan 
plains, the steaming slopes of Krakatoa, the Straits 
of Messina, to Budapest and Belgrade, and the 
gates of Tours and Vienna. In circumstances like 
these, it is impossible for the historically conscious 
Westerner not to conjure up the shades of Charles 
Martel of the Franks, ‘Don John’ of Austria and Jan 
Sobieski - and to long for the spirit of those heavily 
mustachioed, Orthodox Christian princelings and 
kings who stare sternly out of browning portraits, 
or the Serbs who stood and died on the Field of 
Blackbirds guarding the flanks of Europe. 

The Koran has remained unchanged since its 
first publication, ensuring that the mores of the 
7th century have been transplanted wholesale 
to the 21st. This would not have mattered all that 
much were it not that the postwar immigration 
‘policies’ of Western governments have brought a 
substantial number of Asians who believe in the 
unchallengeable authority of the Koran into close 
proximity to Europeans for whom fundamentalist 
religion is a barbaric or even ludicrous artifact. 

Yet the chief casualty of the bombs may be 
the long-accepted, state-sponsored piety of 
multiculturalism —- the belief that the cultures of 
the Third World are uniformly ‘enriching, even 
vaguely superior to European cultures. This clearly 
foolish doctrine is now being hastily dropped by 
those who, until just a short time ago, were its 
most assiduous defenders. There is still rearguard 
fighting - for example from the Times's David 


Aaronovitch who in August accused Right Now 
of seeking to make Britain “as white as Narvik in 
January’, because one of our contributing editors 
had expressed doubts about diversity. Yet even 
he admitted that our editor was not necessarily 
wrong. The delusive mantra expressed by many 
since the 1950s that ‘diversity is strength’ will be 
heard much less often. 

What has been most shocking to some has 
been the realization that being bred in Britain 
is nO guarantee against murderous irrationality. 
Underlying multiculturalism was always the vague 
presumption that older loyalties would eventually 
be forgotten, and that Muslims would swap the 
Koran for a credit card. Yet this has plainly not 
happened. 

One might have thought that the proposal 
to admit Turkey into the EU - which would 
increase the proportion of Muslims within the 
EU from under 5% to 15% at a stroke — would 
now be quietly forgotten. Yet both Tony Blair and 
George Bush support Turkish entry. One might 
also have thought that the government's idea 
of criminalizing criticism of Islam would also be 
dropped, but we should not presume that this 
government is capable of even such elementary 
reasoning. And the Home Secretary’s new powers 
against ‘inciting hatred’ could easily be turned 
against non-Muslims; given this government's 
propensities this seems worryingly likely. 

There are obvious measures that should be 
adopted immediately to minimize the danger of 
future bombings - racial profiling by the police, 
permanent passport checks and embarkation 
controls, the immediate expulsion of all illegal 
immigrants, and the cessation of all further 
immigration from Muslim countries under 
whatsoever pretext. To this should be added 
greater support for countries like Russia, Israel and 
Pakistan that are permanently on the frontline 
against armed Islam. Perhaps in future, we should 
also consider thinking before becoming militarily 
involved in wars in Muslim countries. Yet, again, 
we cannot presume that our ‘leaders’ will draw 
the necessary inferences from the available —- and 
increasingly un-ignorable - data. The blind are 
leading the seeing. 

But there are nonetheless grounds for hope 
that we may yet unite the contradictory strands in 
Western civilization in opposition to a phenomenon 
which threatens us all. Increasing numbers of 
people of all traditions and political persuasions are 
realising the dreadful truth about the world we have 
wrought. Although purchased at a terrible price, the 
attacks in London afford us all a rare opportunity to 
rethink our domestic and foreign policies, to renew 
old friendships and to make new alliances in the 
face of a common and continuing peril. Q 
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Ground Zero for multiculturalism? 


Cees implies an acceptance of natural 
realities, and above all the existence of innate 
hierarchies and inequalities. Liberals deny that such 
realities form a beneficial part of the natural order, 
and yet liberal society is beset with inequalities; 
albeit inequalities which favour a liberal rather than 
a traditionalist elite. 

But the hypocrisy of modern liberals, who confer 
honours upon guttersnipe rock stars while dragging 
down the noblest families of the realm, and civil rights 
upon Islamic fanatics while denying them to ‘racists’, 
is less important than the ideology itself. Hypocrisy 
has ever been a part of the makeup of liberalism, 
whether that of Marx who preached equality while 
railing against “niggers”, the aristocratic Fox who 
preached support for the French Revolution, or those 
liberal mill-owners who wept for West Indian slaves 
while their own workers toiled in abject misery. 

The history of conservatism versus liberalism is 
one of truth and honesty versus hypocrisy and lies, 
but it is dangerous to fixate upon liberal insincerity. 
It is its pure ideology and its obsession with equality 
at the expense of traditional order that has caused 
so much destruction and suffering over the past two 
centuries, and which is responsible for the mess in 
which Western society in general and British society 
very much in particular now finds itself. 

Every student of Darwin knows that there is no 
equality in nature, and mankind is no exception to 
this rule. Individuals and races show the grossest 
divergence in talent and capabilities, yet the liberal 
society in which we live is based upon the absurd 
lie of equality, or at least equality of capability. The 
lie goes further, to assert that all humans can be 
programmed to share liberal democratic values. The 
events of July have dealt a series of shattering blows to 
that cherished belief. 

Itis the liberal lie of equality that caused successive 
British governments to permit virtually unrestricted 
non-European immigration into this country, most 
notably since the British Citizenship Act of 1948. 
Although the original legislation was much abrogated 
over the years, the same egalitarian ideology held 
sway at government level, and immigrants, often 
masquerading as ‘asylum seekers’, continued to flood 
into this country. In most cases these incomers came 
here for purely economic reasons and brought with 
them the social, political and religious outlooks of 
their places of origin. 

As the realisation that there would be no 
widespread ‘integration’ (the original aim of 1950s 
and 60s liberals) of the newcomers dawned upon 
the British elite, a policy of ‘multiculturalism’ was 
hastily substituted, again based upon the notion of 
the equality of the incoming cultures with that of 
the host nation. While the liberal leaders of other 
European countries have at least nominally preached 
racial equality, none have adopted the now discredited 
multicultural policy of the British establishment. 
France, in particular, has firmly rejected oppressive 
Islamic traditions and banned the wearing of the 
hijab in its schools. 

But the fools who imposed the oppressive policy 


Michael Keith Smith says that the bombings in London mean the end for multiculturalism 


of multiculturalism upon our nation failed to see 
that cultural equality does not simply imply little 
white girls brandishing cute lanterns at Diwali and 
the recruitment of vast quantities of newsreaders of 
non-European origin. It also implies the importation 
of the ‘Islamikazi’ mindset. This has been obvious 
to any intelligent observer for many years now but, 
needless to say, the liberals have simply buried their 
heads in the sand while repeating, through their 
backsides, the usual mantras about ‘rich, diverse and 
vibrant multicultural London, etc, etc”. 

The bombs that ripped through London during 
July tore the heart out of the government's policy of 
multiculturalism. London, already a place of violence 
and squalor peopled by the atomized, deracinated 
individuals left behind when its well-heeled 
workers retreat to the suburbs, has become a place 
of suspicion, fear and terror. The politically correct 
police force now shoots to kill at will. The ‘City of 
Dreadful Night’ has at last exceeded the worst fears 
of those visionaries who have for centuries warned 
of the dangers of immigration and urban expansion. 
As panic-stricken Londoners trampled their fellow- 
citizens underfoot scrambling from the latest scene of 
terror, American newspapers reported that the CIA 
has for years ironically referred to this “crossroads of 
terror” as “Londonistan’. It is a name that will stick. 

And the monstrous lie that a citizen without 
a drop of English blood is “as English as you or 
I” seems set to be the first casualty of the bombs. 
Meanwhile many Englishmen and Englishwomen are 
invoking the name of Enoch Powell, that Cassandra 
of forthcoming multiracial doom. They are right to 
do so. F 

We conservatives — we 
true conservatives — need 
to formulate a realistic 
response to the crisis. 
I suggest a philosophy 
based, in accordance 
with classic conservative 
thinking, upon hierarchy 


and the rejection of 
egalitarianism. 
In this sense, the 


crisis demands that Muslims, and indeed persons 
of Muslim appearance, must be treated as potential 
suspects in the war against terror; not simply de 
facto as is now happening anyway, but as a matter 
of declared policy. The British state must act to 
defend its people by creating a hierarchy in which 
those citizens who choose to be less British than the 
indigenous majority - most obviously the 10,000 
‘British’ Muslims recently identified as supporters of 
the policy of suicide bombing - must be subject to 
targeted sanctions. 

Conservatives have long predicted the breakdown 
of the established liberal order. In true Hegelian 
fashion it has begun to collapse under the weight of its 
own contradictions. But who, now, will step forward 
to seize the initiative and proclaim the truth to the 
waiting peoples of Europe? 

Cometh the hour... Q 


“The ‘City of 
Dreadful Night’ has 
at last exceeded 
the worst fears of 
those visionaries 
who have for 
centuries warned 
of the dangers of 
immigration and 
urban expansion” 


London in the Blitz, 
1940: an iconic image 
of St Paul’s Cathdral. 


Sixty-five year later and 
the bombers are back 


Michael Keith Smith 
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Enoch was right, Ray was right 


“The real culprits 
here are the 
multicultural 
extremists, who over 
the last 30 years or 
more have peddled 
their hatred of the 
West and white 
people, so preparing 
the way for acts of 
terrorism” 


M. immediate reaction to the news that Islamic 
terrorists had carried out a series of atrocities in 
London was to hurl politically-incorrect abuse at the 
radio, followed by traditional Anglo-Saxon expletives 
and a period of sustained two-fingered gestures. 
Fortunately, the Home Office has not implemented 
recommendation 39' of the Macpherson Report, 
otherwise MI5 would have been bugging my house 
and yours truly would have been dragged off to prison 
as an ‘enemy of the people. When I calmed down I 
realised that while my reaction towards the devils who 
had murdered some 55 people in London was entirely 
wholesome and normal, others deserve loathing and 
contempt as well. 

The real culprits here are the multicultural 
extremists, who over the last 30 years or more have 
peddled their hatred of the West and white people, 
so preparing the way for acts of terrorism. These are 
the same people who have been responsible for the 
Soviet-style rewriting of our history, the corrupting 
effects of ‘anti-racism’ and feminism on our language 
and the multiple failures to deal with the immigrant 
invasion. They have consistently sought to undermine 
our ability psychologically, morally and intellectually 
to resist the tyranny of multiculturalism. 

It started with trifling things: banning golliwogs 
on jars; blackboards became chalkboards; teachers 
proscribed the singing of Ba-ba, Black Sheep; whites 
had to face up to their colonial past (I have: Africans 
should stop whining and be grateful). Our great heroes 
have been systematically and viciously denigrated; 
Third-World nonentities and gangsters are lauded. As 
a consequence, children and adults who know nothing 
of their own history - and ours is a very great one 
indeed - are ill-prepared to understand and to resist 
the ideologically-driven rewriting of history and what 
it means for the present. Looking to the past can be a 
great source of comfort, steeling our hearts in adversity 
and danger. Yet, today, too many adults can derive no 
succour from their past: it has been stolen from them 
or trampled underfoot. 

The educational establishment generally, and the 
universities particularly, have inspiredand manipulated 
this neo-Marxist pestilence. Consider that nearly all 
the repressive, anti-white racist measures we associate 
with political correctness and multiculturalism started 
life in universities. The most disturbing thing here is 
the extent to which academics whose very professional 
existence depends on the institution of free speech and 
challenging ideas have colluded with those who want 
to turn the university into a People’s Commissariat for 
Enlightenment. If the West does fall, future historians 
(will there be any historians?) may well regard the 
corruption of our universities, their willingness to 
embrace the revolution of anti-thought, as one of the 
decisive factors. 


LOST OF WILL 


Our political classes have also lost the will to act. This 
lack of will and a steadfast denial about what has been 
happening in Britain can be seen in the way in which 
conservative politicians now queue up to spit at Enoch 


Frank Ellis pays homage to two sages -— and fears for the worst 


Powell. Just after the terrorist attacks Boris Johnson tried 
to persuade readers of the Daily Telegraph that Powell's 
“catastrophic 1968 tirade’ made it impossible for 
politicians to talk about immigration and a multiracial 
society’. This is pure evasion. What stops politicians 
from talking about immigration and a multiracial 
society is that too many of them — perhaps these days all 
of them — lack the courage to stand up and be counted. 

All three main parties are full of people who 
either want to impose the multicultural nightmare on 
Britain, or who harbour reservations, but keep their 
mouths shut for fear of damaging their careers. They 
have an obligation to speak out and they are not doing 
it. Johnson's swipe at Powell is especially disgusting 
because when the outgoing Tory MP, John Townend, 
attacked multiculturalism during the 2001 general 
election campaign, it was Boris Johnson, slavishly 
following the example of Hague, Dorrell and Maude 
who attacked Townend. The attacks on Britishness, the 
cause which Johnson now, belatedly, wishes to espouse, 
were well under way in 2001. Townend’s justified 
criticism of multiculturalism provided Johnson with 
the ideal opportunity to make his own opposition 
known and stand alongside Townend. Politically, 
Johnson found it more expedient to lay into Townend. 
Thus Johnson's blaming Powell is despicable, and his 
call for reasserting Britishness utterly dishonest, given 
that he has made his own contribution to undermining 
Britishness by staying silent when he could have spoken 
out, and then attacked someone who did speak out. 

The time for highlighting the threat of multi- 
culturalism to the integrity of the United Kingdom 
was not in the aftermath of terrorist attacks — that’s the 
easy jump-on-the-emotional-bandwagon option — but 
when the corrosive effects of multiculturalism were 
demonstrably obvious; and they were there for all to 
see long before 7 July 2005. Far from being responsible 
for erecting any taboo on race, it was Enoch Powell 
who broke the cosy establishment conspiracy of silence 
regarding race and the consequences of immigrants 
flooding into this country. Powell warned what would 
happen, and since the time when Powell issued his 
warning every attempt has been made to silence and 
vilify any opposition to multiculturalism. 

The Islamic terrorist atrocities in London are 
further evidence that beyond a certain threshold it is 
simply not possible to accommodate large numbers 
of immigrants and to preserve the British way of life. 
Yes, it can be done, after a fashion, but it means the 
systematic destruction of what we hold dear — our 
ancient freedoms and customs, monarchy, the-way- 
we-do-things — so as to compel the white, indigenous 
majority population to accept something that most 
of us reject. The only people in Britain who tell you 
that ‘diversity is our strength’ all live in Cornwall, the 
Somerset Levels, Hay-on-Wye, Suffolk and Perthshire, 
a million miles away, in other words, from all that 
enriching ‘diversity. Like we say, ‘Enoch was right’ and 
that is why the Left and a ‘Conservative’ party, which 
increasingly resembles a social-democratic rabble, 
hate him and fear his memory and legacy so much. 

The turning point for getting utterly ruthless 
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with the cult of multiculturalism should have been 
immediately after Tuesday, 11 September 2001, not 
Thursday, 7 July 2005. How many more people will 
have to die in Islamic terrorist atrocities, how many 
more generations of British schoolchildren are going 
to be denied access to their nation’s history, and how 
many more British institutions will have to be broken 
and maimed by the People’s Commissariat for Racial 
Equality before Johnson and his spineless party stop 
denying the ugly realities of multiculturalism and start 
fighting back — behaving, in other words, like a loyal 
opposition, and not frightened lemmings? 


‘TIDES OF HISTORY’ 


Denial regarding multiculturalism takes many forms. 
One approach, of which Niall Ferguson is an advocate, 
is to argue that the demographic shifts associated 
with multiculturalism are inevitable; that they are ‘the 
tides of history. Now multiculturalism is not some 
immutable law of history to which the indigenous 
white populations of northern Europe must submit. 
Let us recall that the ravings of Marx and Lenin about 
communism’ triumph were once accorded the same 
status of historical inevitability; that socialism was 
the wave of the future. This was precisely the Marxist 
planning fantasy that Friedrich Hayek dissected and 
exposed as incoherent and inherently totalitarian in 
The Road to Serfdom (1944). What, I wonder, would 
Ferguson, surveying Europe in the aftermath of 
Dunkirk, have told the readers of the Daily Telegraph 
- that Hitler and national socialism were ‘the tides of 
history’; that we had better do a deal with the Fihrer 
whether we liked it or not? There were some who would 
have done a deal with Hitler, but the Great Man told 
them to go to hell. We fought a just war and we won. 
Churchill, like Powell after him, had a sense of history. 

We resisted Spain, Napoleon, the Kaiser, 
Hitler, Stalin and Stalin’s successors. Resistance to 
multiculturalism requires the same determination. We 
must address the questions openly, fearlessly, honestly 
and rationally, and that means that we must refuse 
to allow ourselves to be intimidated by accusations 
of racism from white-hating multiculturalists — the 
real neo-nazis among us - and then we must act, not 
submit to the self-defeating fatalism articulated by 
Ferguson and other fainthearts. The response to the 
threat of multiculturalism is, in essence, one of political 
will and the belief that Britain, our great country, warts 
and all, is worth fighting for. Our political classes either 
support the cult of multiculturalism or derive benefits 
from supporting it. These people will never suffer from 
the policies they inflict on the rest of us. Moreover, I 
predict that the moment the joys of multiculturalism 
start to impinge on Ferguson's life he will abandon 
his fatalism and start very actively to resist ‘the tides 
of history. In America, where Ferguson works, this 
resistance to ‘the tides of history’ is known, among 
other things, as white flight. 

The Islamic terrorist attacks should also herald 
the formal and total rejection by the Home Office of 
the Soviet-style Macpherson Report. Macpherson’s 
recommendations have demonstrably hampered an 
aggressive pursuit of black and Asian criminals and 
severely damaged police morale. In the aftermath 
of the terrorist attacks we heard Sir Ian Blair talking 
tough, yet what happened on 7 July 2005 has, for the 
time being, conveniently diverted attention from Blair's 
persecution of three police officers. A race inquiry, 
which has dragged on for nearly six years, was initiated 


in the Metropolitan Police Service after a female police 
officer, one Shabnam Chaudhri, complained that 
Detective Constable Tom Hassell mispronounced the 
word Shiites, as “Shitties’, and that he compared Muslim 
headgear to tea cosies. She then went on to complain 
about his remark that he would not want to be “that 
lot”, a reference to Muslims’ abstention from sex and 
food during the month of Ramadan. In an echo of the 
Soviet crime of nedonositel’stvo (failing to denounce 
an ‘enemy of the people’) she accused the other two 
officers who were present, Detective Sergeant Colin 
Lockwood and Detective Inspector Paul Whatmore, 
of failing to intervene. Even the employment tribunal 
concluded that Blair’s main aim was to make an 
example of the three men so as to parade his anti-racist 
credentials. The effects of this internal persecution 
on police morale can only be deeply damaging. Nor 
is Blair the only senior police officer who bends the 
knee to the cult of multiculturalism. Deputy Assistant 
Commissioner Brian Paddick insists that “Islamic 
and terrorist are two words that do not go together”. 
Something is horribly wrong with the Macphersonised 
Metropolitan Police Service. 


GROUND-BREAKING 


Enoch Powell was not the only one who sounded the 
alarm. In the 1980s, based on his own direct professional 
experience as a headmaster of an inner-city school in 
Bradford, another fine Englishman warned us what 
to expect. In a ground-breaking article first published 
in the Salisbury Review, Ray Honeyford concluded 
with the following words: “And I am no longer 
convinced that the British genius for compromise, for 
muddling through, and for good-natured tolerance 
will be sufficient to resolve the inevitable tensions’. 
On 7 July 2005 we were handsomely rewarded for our 
tolerance and punished for our failure to keep out the 
immigrants who came to this country with murder in 
their ugly, black hearts. Macpherson and his flunkeys 
in the Macphersonised Met, Trevor Phillips, Bhikhu 
Parekh and the lesser known race bureaucrats and 
well-meaning mediocrities owe the sage of Lancashire 
an unreserved and grovelling apology. Like we say, 
‘Enoch was right, so was Ray. 


Simon Heffer’s magisterial 
biography of Enoch Powell, is 
presently available from Right Now! 
at the special price of only £12.95 
including UK post and packaging. 
(Previously advertised price was £16.95) 
Overseas purchasers add £2.50 — 
books will be sent surface mail. 
To order, please see the form on page 23. 


“There will almost certainly never be a better life 


NOTES 


1 “That consideration 
should be given to 
amendment of the law 
to allow prosecution 
of offences involving 
racist language or 
behaviour involving the 
possession of offensive 
weapons, where such 
conduct can be proved 
to have taken place 
otherwise than ina 
public place”. 

2 Boris Johnson, “This 
is a turning point: we 
have to fly the flag for 
Britishness again’, Daily 
Telegraph, 14 July 2005, 
p.28 
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of Enoch Powell than 


this one... Heffer’s book cannot be too highly recommended to anyone who 
wants a full picture of the life and times of a late, great, Tory anarchist” 


Derek Turner, Salisbury Review 
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What further outrages and assaults await us? Here 
is a prediction. At some stage - I do not know when 
~ the self-appointed leaders of what is referred to as 
the ‘Muslim community’ will demand an independent 
Muslim state on the territory of the United Kingdom. 
They will justify this demand by arguing that Britain 
is so hostile to Islam, so riddled with ‘Islamophobia, 
that only in their own self-governing territory will 
Muslims feel secure and be able to lead their lives 
according to the rules of Islam. This demand would be 
coupled with a barely-concealed threat of widespread 
terrorism, the use of suicide-homicide bombers, 
shootings, kidnappings, executions and murders, as 
we have seen in Gaza, Israel and Iraq. In the same 
way that the Israelis have had to trade land for peace 
so our politicians will be expected to make territorial 
concessions to buy peace in the United Kingdom. The 
fact that there may be a peace deal in the Middle East 
— eventually — would be the ideal time for Muslims in 
Britain to press these demands. 

Let us hope that this remains a far-fetched scenario, 
but if something like this happens, we should not bank 
on Blair’s successor, or whatever loser happens to be 
running the Tories, finding the resolve to reject any 
such demands out of hand, or pointing out the very 
obvious, that if these Muslims find life in Britain so 
utterly intolerable, they are free to return whence they 
came. 

Perversely, terrorist attacks help this long-term 
aim. The more attacks we experience, the more 
resentment against Muslims in Britain in all its forms 
will come out into the open. The provisions of the 
Soviet-inspired Racial and Religious Hatred Bill will 
count for nothing, and Macpherson will be dumped. 
Given that very few Muslims will follow the sound 
advice of Lord Ahmed of Rotheram - “buy into what 
it means to be British or go” - then the temptation to 
grant political autonomy to specified regions would 


Beeston and Holbeck - 
suburbs on the brink of disaster 


seem quite attractive. It would, of course, be an utterly 
disastrous concession: paying Danegeld never works. 
Moreover, any kind of self-governing status granted to 
Muslims in Britain, based on the main concentrations 
of the Muslim population, would spell the end of the 
United Kingdom forever. For that reason, the EU can 
be expected to encourage such measures. Inter-racial 
and inter-ethnic strife would increase dramatically. 
And let us be clear that this means much more 
than the riots that took place in Bradford, Burnley, 
Leeds and Oldham in 2001. If Islamic terror groups 
can organise carefully coordinated bomb attacks, there 
is no reason why they cannot organise large-scale 
attacks on the police, luring them into pre-planned 
killing zones, using small arms and rocket-propelled 
grenades. If some three quarters of a million illegals 
can get into this country, then smuggling in sufficient 
numbers of weapons presents no problem at all for 
determined groups. In any case, Britain is already 
awash with illegal small arms. There is also the distinct 
possibility that not all members of the indigenous 
population will be content just to watch as the Sceptred 
Isle is turned into a war zone and torn to pieces. They 
will organise themselves, acquire weapons and learn 
how to use them and then they will fight back. If the 
security services fail to crush what has all the makings 
of a full-blown intifada, and thus prevent a violent 
counter reaction, things will be bleak indeed. For the 
time being the indigenous population of Britain is on 
the defensive, but it would be a grave error on the part 
of the government and the Islamic terror groups and 
their white quisling apologists to believe that all Britons 
will just submit indefinitely to the cultural and physical 
terror engendered by multicultural extremists. At no 
stage were white Britons asked or consulted about 
whether they wished to see their country turned into 
another Yugoslavia. And that is where we are heading, 
maybe much faster than most of us realise. Q 


J Walton says that the London bombers were just the most extreme 


anuary is always bitter in Leeds, especially for all 
Jin lads on the building sites. When lunch break 
comes it’s a relief to warm up near the heaters and 
get stuck into our dinners. Today, though, something 
had happened. Most of the site personnel were at 
the entrance looking agitated. In the centre of these 
workers was a young girl, shaking and crying. 

“What's up?” I asked. 

“Bastards tried to rape her’, a ground worker 
replied. 

“Eh? Who? You mean there was more than one?” 

“Two of ‘em’. 

The girl said she was 14 years old and had learning 
difficulties. She had arrived in Leeds city centre with 
her care worker, who had left the girl on her own. 
She tried to get a bus home but ended up lost in the 
industrial estate area — an area rife with prostitutes and 
heroin addicts. She caught the attention of two males, 
of eastern European or Middle Eastern appearance. 
They started to follow the girl, becoming more and 


manifestation of massive alienation in inner-city Leeds 


more aggressive. Then they pushed, hit and dragged 
the girl into a small recess and attempted to rape her. 
All this was out of sight of the public at street level. 
However, it wasn't out of sight of the lads on the 
scaffolding of our building. 

The window fitter saw the attack first. He alerted 
the scaffold fixers on the same level. With exceptional 
courage, the head scaffolder climbed down the outside 
of the scaffolding from 25 metres up to ground level. 
With a three foot scaffold pole in his hand, he ran 
towards where the attack was happening. The two men 
broke off the attempted rape and ran for their lives. The 
police were called. With two predators on the loose, a 
rough idea of the area they were in, full descriptions of 
the attackers, and independent witnesses, you would 
think it would have been a priority to apprehend these 
two. Ninety minutes later, a policeman chugged up to 
the site entrance, road atlas bent over on this area. An 
hour later again, the girl was then advised she could — if 
she wanted! — go and receive a medical check up. None 
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of us ever heard anything about this again. No attempt 
seems to have been made to apprehend the attackers. 
There was no media coverage. The suspicion on our 
site was that the muted reaction of the police, media 
and establishment about this could have something to 
do with the part of town in which this had happened. 

Holbeck is made up predominantly of old terraces, 
of the type seen on Coronation Street. It is bang next to 
Beeston. Both were practically indistinguishable until 
the late 1960s, when the M621 was cut through the 
heart of these proud, working class bastions. I can only 
talk about the Holbeck and Beeston that I saw as a lad 
growing up, from the mid-1970s to the early 1990s. 
My grandmother lived on Cleveley’s Road, near to 
the Wagon and Horses pub. These streets were home 
predominantly to the elderly - the war veterans, mill 
workers and factory hands. Each year, their number 
would get smaller and smaller. The men were the first 
to go, often prematurely due to industrial diseases. 
There were many widows and they all stuck together, 
calling in on each other with fish and chips or picking 
up pensions for those who couldn't move around on 
their own. As they grew older, their numbers also 
diminished. 


OPEN HOSTILITY 


In their places came new families and new cultures. 
Most notably, a sizeable Muslim community began 
to establish itself from the 1970s onwards. The strong 
sense of community that had existed beforehand did 
not survive these changes. Local Muslims’ almost 
complete failure to integrate with their neighbours 
has now manifested itself in open hostility by many 
towards British society, even before the London 
bombers were traced here. 

An early indication of trouble brewing was in 
November 2001, several months after the Pakistani-led 
Bradford riots and the Bangladeshi rioting in Harehills, 
Leeds. Three girls aged 14, 15 and 16, whilst walking 
through Cross Flatts Park, were violently attacked by 
up to ten Asian males, and the 15 year old was the 
victim of a very serious sexual assault. The girls were 
abused verbally throughout the ordeal. Police believed 
the attack to be racially motivated (Yorkshire Evening 
Post, 5 November 2001). 

There have been many other incidents. One of 
these was in April 2004. Tyrone Clarke was a 16 year 
old, mixed-race lad from Beeston. In April 2004, he 
had had an argument with an Asian boy the day before 
at school. Below are excerpts from the local paper: 

“Tyrone Clarke was overwhelmed by his assailants 
with an array of weapons - knives, baseball bats, a 
scaffolding pole, fencing timber, chair legs, bricks, 
a pair of bolt cutters and a CS gas canister...Robert 
Smith QC, prosecuting, at Leeds Crown Court told 
how the teenager had tried to get refuge in a nearby 
house before he was grabbed by a chasing group of 
Asians in Brett Gardens, Beeston, Leeds, and attacked. 
‘PC Samantha Marsh...saw at least eight males of 
Asian appearance repeatedly hitting and kicking the 
inert figure of Tyrone Clarke on the ground...his body 
was being lifted off the ground by the force of the 
impacts, he said” (Rod Hopkinson, Yorkshire Evening 
Post, 31 January 2005). 

The judge refused to consider any racial motive 
when convicting the four Asian killers, even though 
Tyrone’s family and friends all were adamant that this 
was the motivation. Incidentally, Tyrone’s family was 
eventually forced out of Beeston earlier this year after 


intimidation from the murderers’ friends. 

Leeds Council’s decision to place hundreds of 
‘asylum seekers’ in these areas in recent years has 
exacerbated existing problems. There have been pubs 
attacked by mobs of ‘asylum seekers, and there are 
frequent ‘incidents. The situation has become so bad 
that in March this year a Labour councillor requested 
an immediate halt to further settlement of asylum 
seekers in these parts of Leeds (David Marsh, Yorkshire 
Evening Post, 18 March 2005). 


MAJOR SOCIAL BREAKDOWN 


With the realisation that the 7/7 London bombings 
were caused by Muslims from Beeston and Holbeck, 
the whole area seems to be on the brink of major social 
breakdown. A worrying development came in early 
August. Two days before the new football season, the 
Leeds newspaper led on a story about the possibility of 
mass disturbances in Beeston and Holbeck: 

“Superintendent Peter Nicholson said he was 
aware of ‘rumours’ circulating that groups of thugs, 
possibly including football hooligans, might try to 
march into the Beeston and Holbeck communities 
in Leeds on Sunday.... police intelligence officers are 
aware of ‘chatter’ on hooligan websites involving yobs 
from both clubs, traditionally arch rivals, which has 
mentioned the Beeston and Holbeck areas. Just days 
after the raids, police made eight arrests after a gang 
of about 60 men, believed to have links with local 
football hooliganism, gathered at the Broadway Pub 
in Dewsbury Road, Leeds.” (Charles Heslett, Yorkshire 
Evening Post, 6 August 2005). 

If this report is accurate, there are ominous 
implications for Holbeck and Beeston and, possibly, 
the rest of Leeds. Many innocent residents just going 
about their day-to-day business could easily be sucked 
into a nightmare of reprisals and counter-reprisals. The 
laughs and good times we had around at Gran’s are a 
world away now. These may be the same streets and 
the same houses, but where there was once cohesion 
there is now only mass alienation. Many of us in Leeds 
fear for the future. Q) 
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A mother has been led 
screaming from court after 
four men were given life 
sentences for the killing of 
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They were sentenced for the 
murder of Tyrone Clarke, 16, 
who died after being attacked 
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The gang cornered Tyrone in 
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Brett Gardens, Beeston, and 
attacked him with makeshift 
weapons, including baseball 
bats, poles and planks of 
wood. 


66 They attacked a 
defenceless young man 
showing him not a shred of 
mercy or compassion 


Det Ch Supt Chris Gregg 


The judge said he did not consider it had been a racial 
attack. The court had heard it was probable none of the four 
had struck the fatal blow. 


All four men were found guilty of murder at an earlier 
hearing. 


Right Now! September/October 2005 


“With the realisation 
that the 7/7 London 
bombings were 
caused by Muslims 
from Beeston and 
Holbeck, the whole 
area seems to be on 
the brink of major 
social breakdown.” 


On August 25th the BBC 
broadcast on its 24 hour 
live news channel, full 
coverage of the funeral 
service in Liverpool 
Cathedral of murdered 
black teenager Anthony 
Walker - the coverage 
usually reserved for 
deceased monarchs. 
Contrast this with the 
modest coverage given 
to the killing of another 
black teenager, Tyrone 
Clarke. The anti-racist 
zeal of the BBC seems 
curiously muted when 
the assailants are not 
white. 


Left: The Clarke case 
gets a brief mention on 
the BBC news website. 


J Walton writes 
from Leeds 
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Anticipating the 
British insurgency 


Roger Kershaw reviews some pre-emptive liberal 
gestures in the months before 7 July 2005 


When will we see them 
in Britain? 


“The royal family’s 
historic Christmas 
TV-show in 2004: 
a “celebration of 
multiculturalism’ 
with one curious 
omission — native 
culture below the 
rank of the royal 
family itself...” 
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t is not my perception that the Islamist insurgency 

broke out in Britain on 7/7. The sadistic murder 
of young Kris Donald in Glasgow in June 2004, for 
instance, had a provocative quality which would sit 
well with a strategy to stir up racial warfare. So, too, 
did the beheading of a middle-aged English contractor, 
Ken Bigley, in Iraq, in October 2004. 

Only four points need to be recognised, to make 
initial sense of this: 

(a) insurgency ‘in the al-Qaeda mould’ can be strikingly 
mouldless, in operating outside of direct control or 
even transient tutoring from a command structure 
(does this give a new meaning to ‘People’s War’?!); 

(b) racial warfare, whether or not triggered by suicide- 
bombing, has the potential to be far more destructive of 
society, economy and state, than the immediate deaths 
and material damage caused by explosives; 

(c) as the native British population is regarded as either 
‘beyond redemption’ by Islam, because of its obdurate 
secularism, or will be assumed to resist Islamisation 
from its remaining Christian enclaves, there is nothing 
to win on that front by a policy of restraint, but 
conversely a rich prize to be gained in the Middle East 
if Britain could be terrorised into leaving Iraq; 

(d) on the other hand, there is a prize to be gained in 
Britain, namely enhanced solidarity among Muslims.' 
A pre-emptive ideology? 

Yet a calculus of racial provocation for Britain, if that 
has been thought out, does face peculiar obstacles in 
British ideology as regards incitement of Muslims. 
Our hated secularism has evolved synchronically with 
liberalism. Without wishing to indulge the present 
fashion for exploring the philosophical roots of terror or 
what facilitates it, one could express an uncomfortable 
sensation that the liberalism now ‘in command’ is of a 
kind which, in the name of ‘tolerance; empowers vocal 
if not violent small groups against law-depending, 
passive majorities - rather than protecting individual 
members of those majorities from sundry forms of 
hegemony. In the short term, activist liberalism in 
Britain anticipates Islamic insurgency by sponsoring 
concessions to perceived or merely predicted Muslim 
malcontents. Such pre-emption consolidates the de 
facto legal immunities of conspirators and inciters, 
yet paradoxically, it postpones the ‘outbreak of war’ 
which extremists are hatching in the environment of 
tolerance, for there is a relative shortage of ‘cases of 
oppression’ to illustrate the reputed general tyranny 
and stir up minority anger more broadly. In face of 
this difficulty, it does not always seem coincidental that 
Muslim human.rights activists bang the drum about 
‘Islamophobia more loudly, and with ever less effort to 
muster the evidence, in almost direct proportion to the 
actual inroads of the other ‘jihad of human rights’ in 
governing circles and the judiciary.’ 

At any rate, the boldest formula for pre-empting 
insurgency comprises the proposed legislation to 
outlaw “incitement of religious hatred” After an 
abortive attempt in 2001, such a law had become a 


quid pro quo for Muslim electoral support for Labour 
(‘in spite of Iraq) in the May 2005 general election. 
The anxiety of actors and comedians relates to the not 
unreasonable assumption that the Muslim Council 
of Britain demanded the legislation in order to have 
a weapon equivalent to the now little-used, ancient 
blasphemy law available to Christians. It does not 
require a profound knowledge of the ways of Islam 
to anticipate suits being brought against any critical 
- let alone satirically humorous - references to 
Islamic institutions and scripture on the grounds of 
‘blasphemy; which plaintiffs will be able to equate with 
‘incitement’ by testifying that they feel the criticism 
of their prophet personally — thus as ‘hatred’ against 
themselves — however the act may be drafted. But nor 
would such chastisement be any less than deserved by 
a British parliamentary elite which for so long shilly- 
shallied about abolishing the blasphemy law. One 
could also pertinently ask why the Race Relations Act 
1976 created an offence of incitement to ‘racial hatred; 
with Jews and Sikhs specifically identified as ‘races. 
While the Jews are not, by any stretch of imagination 
outside of hoary anti-Semitic myth, a single ‘race, 
Muslim spokesmen and the erstwhile Minister of 
State at the Home Office, Fiona McTaggart, have been 
enabled to argue that Muslims, not being a race as the 
Act requires, needed a completely new law to cover 
incitement against them.’ 

Another kind of liberal ‘pre-emption’ has been 
the passive stratagem of allowing even the most 
rabid religious agitators to continue to enjoy their 
‘freedom of expression (sacred, it appears, not only 
before God). As is now coming to light, the prevailing 
permissiveness even included ignoring the pleas of a 
mosque committee to take seriously the activities of 
Hamdi Issac (now a fugitive in Italy), who had begun to 
propagate his creed at Stockwell after the Finsbury Park 
mosque was closed in January 2003. Tony Blair duly 
blamed the courts for the rise of “Londonistan; but in 
relation to Omar Bakri Mohammed, Andrew Dismore, 
MP, has told the BBC, “youd have to ask the Crown 
Prosecution Service” why no action was ever taken to 
expel him. One might also ask how the Finsbury Park 
hotbed, under Abu Hamza al-Masri, had managed to 
keep its charitable status for so long.* 

And yet, even a government as tentative as Tony 
Blair’s was far too authoritarian for some. A vocal 
element in the media and think-tank fraternity applied 
its energy from late 2004 until mid-2005 to the task of 
discrediting the government’s warnings of impending 
terrorist attack as a devious ploy for aggrandizement of 
state power.’ It is not at once obvious that this anti-state 
tendency was trying to pre-empt insurgency by pre- 
empting government moves, but one would suspect 
that individuals of this mind-set, like Lord Hoffman 
in December 2004 (when the Law Lords struck down 
the detention of foreign suspects without trial), would 
subscribe to the thesis that security measures play 
into the hands of terrorists by confirming that ‘British 
democracy is a sham’. The government has had to put 
not a little effort into countering these countervailing 
moves, while mindful of the risk of overplaying the 
threat and creating panic — also ‘a victory to terrorism. 


Royal romanticism 

Anyone with ears to hear, when watching the royal 
family’s historic Christmas TV-show in 2004: a 
celebration of multiculturalism’ with one curious 
omission — native culture below the rank of the royal 
family itself - may have been intrigued by a murmured 
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remark of the Prince of Wales to a boy in a Koran 
class at a Muslim school in the East End. It comprised 
something to the effect that, “Oh yes, and in Islam so 
much depends on interpretation, I believe”. This was not 
exactly what the lad selected to read the loyal address 
had been given to believe, for in it he stressed that in 
his school only the “true” form of Islam was taught - a 
religion which enjoins the pupils to regard all people of 
Britain as their fellows. 

Yet HRH was certainly right, in a way. Peaceful 
conformity to the laws of the land wherever the 
Muslim diaspora establishes itself is precisely a case 
of interpretation — of a scriptural tradition which was 
predicated on, and served the purposes of, Muslim 
rule over pagans, Jews or Christians, eventually their 
spiritual conquest. Thus holy texts which do not 
naturally uphold pluralism necessitate either the 
filtering out of the more typically triumphalist material, 
or reinterpretation. 

The revival of ijtihad (private, inner interpretation) 
to bring Islam into line with modernity is a trend of 
some importance in the Muslim world, but the right 
of personal interpretation is claimed, no less credibly, 
by the militant tendencies too. If that royal remark was 
not merely referring to the fact that the verses of the 
Koran are often intangibly vague and pose a challenge 
to scholarship for their basic exegesis in historical 
context, we may perhaps give HRH credit for putting 
in a word for (as it were) ecumenical re-interpretation 
in the interests of inter-communal harmony in Britain. 
Nevertheless, one should not out of sheer deference 
dismiss an anxiety that he may be strategically if 
not morally at sea. His assiduous promotion of the 
accession of Turkey to the EU carries more than a 
hint of a conviction that the battle for the ‘peaceful’ 
interpretation of the Koran and Hadith is all but won, 
and can be consolidated by an even more massive 
Muslim presence - subject to the sole condition that 
its moderate spokesmen continue to be identified 
and fostered by royalty and government, and are 
consolidated in due course as the kind of centralised 
theological authority whose absence in the Muslim 
world BBC pundits love to deplore.® For the Prince of 
Wales, convergence and merger of all three Abrahamic 
religions is an outcome earnestly desired, though 
conceivably not anticipated in his lifetime.’ 


Can terror fire the natives? 
As for the potential for native society being provoked 
into self-protective reaction, it is not totally absent but 
is significantly limited by, among other things, the belief 
of the law-abiding that one must trust in the expertise 
and efficiency of the security services as the front line 
or only legitimate locus of defence.* Among the “other 
things’, one could list a sophisticated desire to avoid the 
‘trap of responding to terrorism with attacks on other 
Muslims; a humanitarian perception that Muslims 
generally are not responsible for the terrorist acts and 
should not incur revenge; also, needless to say, the 
Christian sentiment that even acts of unmitigated evil, 
let alone mere ‘errors’ in theology, must be forgiven.’ 

Last but not least, native reaction is paralysed 
across the Left-liberal swathe of the citizen spectrum 
by the tendency to condone terror via another kind of 
‘comprehension’ of its causes, eg, “Bush and Blair are 
the primary terrorists. This view is not confined to its 
most articulate spokesman, George Galloway, MP. 

The best hope for engendering violent native 
reaction may therefore lie with the liberal state itself 
in the sense, bizarrely, that while mollifying Muslims 


to some extent, it causes the patriotic working-class to 
conclude that it has been abandoned. There may yet be 
a price to pay for the more-than-merely-symbolic arrest 
of Nick Griffin, BNP Chairman, in December 2004 on 
a charge of “inciting racial hatred” with his description 
of Islam as a “wicked and vicious faith’ (so Muslims are 
a ‘race after all?).!° Without this party, there is not even 
a theoretical possibility for natives to assert an ethnic 
identity electorally - as racial minorities are constantly 
urged to do under the terms of ‘multiculturalism. 
Modern working-class people are not necessarily as 
colour-conscious as liberal bigots assume, but they do 
notice Muslims ostentatiously rejecting British custom 
on their streets — an attitude signalled most pointedly 
now by the incipient shift from headscarf (hijab) to 
black cassock (jilbab) for young females. Meanwhile, 
even that old stalwart of the Left, London Mayor Ken 
Livingstone, has lent his support to ‘covering-up’ as 
some sort of ‘human right’ for Muslim women." 

There may also be ominous, though oblique, 
implications for the ‘future of British identity’ in Tony 
Blair's passionate embrace of Turkish accession to 
the EU, for does not a non-Christian/non-Caucasian 
vision for Europe point to a similar denial of historical 
ethnic destiny for Britain, absorbed as it already partly 
is into that supra-national union? Of course, Turkish 
accession is conceived, perhaps more by Blair than by 
“Haji Charlie’, as a means of ‘accommodating Islam’ in 
the interests of British security, like the other measures 
discussed above. But these measures have not, in the 
event, forestalled terrorism. They have, however, added 
to a sense of vulnerability and alienation among the 
native British which may balance out the pacifying 
benefits of extensive concessions to Muslims, now that 
the war is being waged on our soil. But this pales into 
insignificance beside the fact that the measures clearly 
have not pacified the minority within the minority 
which should have been their target, but which is 
indoctrinated to resist all the integrative efforts of the 
infidel state in any case.” Q 


“There may yet 

be a price to pay 

for the more-than- 
merely-symbolic 
arrest of Nick Griffin, 
BNP Chairman, in 
December 2004 on 
a charge of ‘inciting 
racial hatred’ with 
his description of 
Islam as a ‘wicked 
and vicious faith’ ” 


Roger Kershaw is a 
specialist in Southeast 
Asian Studies 


NOTES 


1. Proffering, too, a prospect of halting the slide to assimilation among younger women - very possibly a major 
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preoccupation of bombers, very definitely of patriarchally-inclined older people. 

The style seems to go with a sententiously slovenly form of Estuary-speech, reminiscent of the New Left, as 
in the case of a female activist on the Moral Maze (BBC Radio 4) last year. Lady solicitors in hijab at the gates 
of Belmarsh Prison have come across ina similar way. On ‘Islamophobia’ as a figment functional to a Muslim 
alibi of victimhood, see Kenan Malik, ‘The myth of Islamophobia, Prospect, February 2005. 

Ms McTaggart now seems to be known as Ms Hazel Blears. The voice, at least, sounds the same. 

An Algerian infiltrator of Omar Abu Omar bin Abu Qatada’s following was constantly distressed by MI5's 
lack of response to his reports: Reda Hassaine, ‘Undercover agent’, Sunday Times, 17 July 2005. Again and 
again British Intelligence gives the impression of believing it could gain a balance of advantage over the 
extremists by “keeping them under surveillance” rather than arresting or expelling them — as if the extrem- 
ists' words and charisma have absolutely no influence on their listeners here. 

Cf BBC 2's documentary ‘The Power of Nightmares, with its star turn, security analyst Bill Durodie. 

BBC punditry in this respect needs a ‘reality check; not just because the would-be paradigm, Christendom, 
has lacked a single centralised authority since the Reformation, but because by contrast no reasonably 
stable Muslim state lacks a tightly controlled Islamic bureaucracy. It is Britain that lacks such a structure, But 
given the constant carping, can it be long before the gap will be filled? 

The aspiration was expressed ina recorded message to a spiritual music festival at Fes, Morocco. HRH added 
the formal proviso, “God Willing” - though, optimistically enough, in Arabic (Inshah Allah) - as overheard on 
BBC Radio 4, Sunday, 5 June 2005. 

This looks like a case of ‘asymmetry’ when viewed from the aspect that the state does not delegate any pow- 
ers to irregular citizens’ forces or vigilantes, whereas the enemy is under no such ‘rule of law’ constraints. 
Muslim radicals must be flabbergasted if not infuriated by the inter-faith services of remembrance and 
reconciliation which follow ruthless or ritual murders. 


. And how come it was the BBC that had made the secret video-recording which the police used a evidence? 


There have also been moves to weaken the party by freezing its bank accounts and excluding members 
from teaching posts. 


. Especially in his speech at Trafalgar Square in July 2004. This followed a bus-shelter sticker campaign subtly 


equating any ban on head-scarves with the violation of Muslim girls’ bodies. The spread of jilbab was boost- 
ed by the Court of Appeal’s decision in March 2005 in favour of a Luton high school student, upholding her 
refusal of school uniform retrospectively — “a victory against intolerance and bigotry” according to her. 


. On the Turkey theme, the suggestion in ‘Caught out by culture; Right Now!, December 2003, that the bomb- 


ing of the Istanbul Consulate was morally a resigning matter for Blair, was not mine but | certainly think that 
it exposed the futility of all those gestures of amity. One could include with these the rescue of the Muslims 
of Kosovo, The message was discounted in advance under Muslim perceptions of the Gulf War, of which it 
was misleading of me to say that it was not “an attack on a Muslim state”. 
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py mention the war!” as uttered by Basil 


the 20th Century. Thus it is ironic that on 7/7, the day 
of the recent terrorist attacks, Mayor of London, Ken 
Livingstone, adopted the Fawlty approach by con- 
demning the perpetrators of these atrocities whilst 
denying that they were Muslim. He stated: “There can 
be no way that anyone can say that there can be an 
ideology or faith that underpins this act, it is simply a 
criminal attempt at mass murder.”! 

In fact, if John Cleese had written the Mayor’s 
lines Ken would probably have said: “Don’t mention 
Islam!” For Livingstone belongs to the school of mul- 
ticulturalism whose mantra is: “All faiths are valid”. 
But when someone of faith commits an atrocity, sud- 
denly they do not have a faith. This is no more than 
an imaginative, yet transparent piece of intellectual 
escapism. 

Some readers may expect this article to be an 
overt exercise in Muslim-bashing - sorry to disap- 
point you. The vast majority of British Muslims are 
moderate and wish nothing more than peaceful 
co-existence with Western culture. No, what I have 
to say is directed principally at the predominantly 
white, middle class, Guardian-esque intelligentsia 
who wish to impose on this country politically cor- 
rect multiculturalism enforced by a Racial and Reli- 
gious Hatred Act. 

They are the same people who chide: “So what 
if these psychopaths claim divine authority based 
on passages from the Koran (eg Sura 8: ‘I shall cast 
terror into the hearts of the infidels. Strike off their 
heads...’), the Old Testament of the Bible has its share 
of problematic verses.” And this is intended to imply 
equivalence between Islam and Christianity. But this 
argument is spurious and completely ignores how the 
Bible and the Koran are structured and the respective 
personalities of Jesus and Mohammed. 

In the Old Testament it is true that Israel, God’s 
chosen people, advanced territorially through vio- 
lent struggle and military conquest. However, in this 
period of the nation’s history the Bible was work-in- 
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Don’t mention Islam! 


Donald Fleming does mention the war... 


Fawlty, is one of the classic comedy lines of 


progress: it was incomplete. And on its completion 
the teachings of Jesus and his apostles in the New 
Testament interpret the Old Testament in such a way 
that completely repudiates the idea of human atroci- 
ties being committed by the authority of Holy Scrip- 
ture. 

By contrast, the Koran is theologically schizo- 
phrenic and unstable in nature. This becomes appar- 
ent when we ask the key question: who is right, the Is- 
lamo-terrorist who flies an aeroplane into a skyscrap- 
er or the calm voiced Muslim moderate who appears 
on Channel 4 News? In terms of Koranic teaching, 
arguably, both could be. How is this possible? 

Tony Payne’s 2003 book, Islam in our Backyard, 
gives a summary of the origins of the religion. At its 
inception Islam was an oppressed minority in Mecca. 
However, it then relocated to Medina, expanded its 
power base and became a majority. And it is gener- 
ally accepted by Islamic scholars that Mohammed’s 
teaching commanding religious tolerance and peace- 
ful co-existence with infidels derives from the Mec- 
can period, whereas the call to jihad stems from the 
Medinan period. And to compound the confusion 
caused by these contradictory teachings, there exists 
within the faith a dispute as to which of the two doc- 
trines, ie. tolerance or militancy, takes precedence. 
Thus it is possible for both moderate and militant to 
claim Koranic authority - and sound convincing. 

Moreover, in his lifetime Mohammed conquered 
most of the Arabian Peninsula, and by the end of the 
century following his death Islam had conquered all 
of Arabia and advanced into Armenia, Syria, Pales- 
tine, Persia, North Africa (including Egypt), Spain, 
Turkey and India. It is therefore incontrovertible that 
from the beginning the concept of jihad was integral 
to Muslim self-identity and methodology. 

This is evidenced by research indicating that today 
there is substantial support for Al Qaeda from Muslims 
world-wide: 65% in Pakistan, 45% in Morocco, and, 
according to an ICM poll carried out for the Guardian, 
13% of the Muslim community in Britain.’ 

Further, the difference between Christianity and 
Islam is accentuated when we compare the person- 
alities of Jesus and Mohammed. Jesus was, first and 
last, a spiritual leader and a man of peace: he had no 
political power base and no troops. By contrast, as 
well as being a spiritual leader Mohammed was also a 
politician and a military commander. 

Although, in the past, atrocities have been com- 
mitted in the name of Christ, in doing so the perpe- 
trators of these acts have defied his teachings. But due 
to the inconsistent nature of the Koran and Islam’s 
history of military expansionism it is far more dif- 
ficult to distance Islamo-terrorism from Islam. So, 
clearly, there is no sense of equivalence between the 
two faiths. And in terms of striving for truth in a 
world riddled with falsehood this needs to be said. 

Regrettably, it will cause offence to some Mus- 
lims, and multiculturists may claim that a statement 
of this nature represents incitement to religious ha- 
tred. Nevertheless, in order to evolve as a society we 
must engage in honest debate and critique ideas and 
concepts such as the Bible and the Koran. For, if in 
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the 16th Century there had been religious hatred laws 
that were effective, the Protestant Reformation could 
not have happened and we would still arguably be 
Roman Catholic and living under the Papacy. 

At present the greatest threat to our freedom of 
speech is the proposed Racial and Religious Hatred 
Act. It cannot have escaped New Labour’s notice 
that at the general election the substantially Mus- 
lim constituency of Bethnal Green rejected pro-war 
candidate Oona King for pro-Palestinian George 
Galloway. So will prosecutions under the Act be 
used, primarily, to reinforce New Labour’s multi- 
cultural credentials? 

Under the terms of the draft legislation all pros- 
ecutions will be vetted by the Attorney General, who, 
incidentally, expects only one or two cases per year.’ 
This poses the following questions: on what basis can 
such a low figure be predicted? Has an unofficial gov- 
ernment target been set? And will decisions whether 
to prosecute be made impartially? 

This is not as cynical as it may seem. For in an 
interview with the Egyptian newspaper, Al-Ahram, 
published in April 2002, Tom Paulin, cultural com- 
mentator and contributor to BBC’s Newsnight, re- 
portedly said that that American Jews who settled in 
the occupied territories “should be shot dead” and “I 
think they are Nazis, racists, I feel nothing but hatred 
for them.” 

Subsequently, he issued a press statement: “I do 


not support attacks on Israeli citizens under any cir- 
cumstances...” and claimed that his views had been 
“distorted”; however, no explanation was given as to 
how they were distorted.° 

Nevertheless, if Paulin was accurately reported, 
his words are, arguably, a crime under the terms of 
the Anti-Terrorism, Crime and Security Act, which 
prohibits the making of comments that incite vio- 
lence against identifiable groups outside the UK.° 
Yet the Crown Prosecution Service opted not to take 
action, as they subsequently did in the case of Nick 
Griffin, who described Islam as a “vicious, wicked 
faith”; nor did the Commission for Racial Equality 
refer the matter to the police as they did in the mat- 
ter of the article by Robert Kilroy-Silk: “We owe the 
Arabs nothing’.’” Apparently some middle-class, Left- 
wing intellectuals are more equal under the law than 
the rest of us. 

So, in the name of multiculturalism are we to go 
down the route of devaluing our Christian heritage, 
denying the relationship between Islamo-terrorism 
and Islam and compromising our civil liberties by 
undergoing restrictions on freedom of religious ex- 
pression that will inevitably retard the evolution of 
our society? Or should we continue to responsibly 
express our conscience and risk being criminalised? 
Either way it is bad news. And this poses the ques- 
tion, who is the more extreme: New Labour or Basil 
Fawlty? Q 
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oothing, if dull, the Isle of Wight has a late Victorian 

holiday atmosphere. Recently, I took a coach trip 
across the island. According to the coach driver, Karl 
Marx once stayed near Ventnor, in a house that still 
stands below a wooded hill. Engels paid, of course. 

I stayed in an hotel at Ryde, my room overlooking 
the sea with a splendid view of boats moving to and 
fro, and big steamers on their way to Portsmouth. 
A pleasant, if hilly, town, Ryde has some lovely old 
terraces running straight uphill, interspersed with 
alleys and stone-flagged entries. The seaside reminded 
me of Morecambe, with Portsmouth on the horizon 
instead of mountains. 

In the evening, a golden sunset gleamed on the 
already golden sand, shining on the wet sand by the 
breakers’ edge. Dogs dog-paddled in the sea and lovers 
strolled. Youths sat on the pier fishing. It is a mile-long 
pier with its own railway. I ended my day walking from 
the end of the pier back into Ryde, a church and white 
houses before me, a half-moon above and dark woods 
looming over the town, scarcely changed since the 
time of the Romans. 

Like Southsea on the mainland, Ryde is a resort 
for rich, working-class people and French teenagers. 
A huge, multi-storey car park was under construction 
on the seafront while I was there. Plans to demolish a 
nearby Victorian seafront pavilion had been stopped 
by protestors, but the pavilion had grown shabby and 
ruinous thanks to Council neglect. 

Robin Hill Wildlife Park is now no more, but 
escapees such as prairie dogs and serval cats may live 
wild on the Isle of Wight forever. On my visit to Robin 
Hill, I was impressed by the healthy, active and glossy 
Indian pythons in the Jungle House. They allowed 
themselves to be handled by a keeper. A large, walk- 
through paddock riddled with prairie dogs holes 
swept downhill to the park boundary. Prairie dogs 
sat up like squirrels, while wallabies hopped around 
in the wood. 


A visit to Vectis 


Roy Kerridge journeys to the Isle of Wight 


Half the Isle of Wight has been reclaimed from the 
sea, and the other half is falling into it. At the pleasure 
walkway of Blackgang Chine, the cliff gardens laid 


out by the Victorians 


£. & Hamme 


have broken off halfway : ai ed 


down. In the part that 
remains, turns of the 
zig-zag cliffside path 
have been ornamented 
with gigantic _ plastic 
dinosaurs. These emerge 
from the swirling sea 
mist as if from the smoke 
of an active volcano. 

If the Romans could 
return and see a deserted 
Blackgang, they would 
conclude that the Chine 
was a cult place of 
worship, full of startling 
dragon totems. At the 
part called “Frontier 
Post’, they would see the 
Red Indian totem poles as a familiar Celtic design. But 
if they saw Blackgang Chine with holidaymakers, they 
would realise the truth — that Britain had suffered a 
German conquest. The working class at play look very 
German, particularly the blond children. 

Few Isle of Wight natives can be found, for almost all 
of the inhabitants are incomers. Old-established Wight 
people, such as a cheerful old lady I met, have accents 
similar to those of Hampshire country people. Q 
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Herman Moll’s Map of the 
Isle of Wight, 1724 


Roy Kerridge is the author 
of many books, including 
The Story of Black History 
(Claridge Press, 1998) 
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“In a speech to the Institute for Public Policy Reform, 
in London, Mr Blunkett defended the historically high 
levels of immigration under Labour, which had 
‘enriched every aspect of British life’’ 
Daily Telegraph, July 8, 2004 


Celebrated 
by 

Robert 
Henderson 


“We have lost control of 


our bombs, more than 50 dead and 700 injured 

— welcome to Londonistan on 7 July 2005 - the 
most exotic weed which has yet sprouted from the 
sixty-year long act of treason which is post-war mass 
immigration. 

After the bombings the French newspaper Le 
Figaro described London as “the European fiefdom of 
European Muslim fundamentalism’ (8 July 2005). 

It is indeed. Foreign governments, especially 
France, have been complaining for years that 
the European HQ for Islamic fundamentalism is 
London. Our quisling elite - quislings in the service 
of internationalism - publicly insisted that those 
complained of were all jolly good Muslim chaps and 
chappesses who wouldn't hurt a fly, whilst privately 
desperately hoping that Britain would be protected 
from Islamic terrorist attacks by its status as the prime 
‘safe house’ in the developed world for Muslims who 
have the temerity to take the tenets of Islam at face 
value, ie, kill all unbelievers who resist and conquer 
the entire world to place it under the black banner 
of Islam. 

The failure of Blair is clear but no government 
has clean hands. The one-time Tory cabinet minister 
David Mellor writing in the Evening Standard on 11 
July told of his inability (when Michael Howard was 
Home Secretary) to get Howard to promise to monitor 
foreign alleged Muslim terrorists in Britain. Mellor 
ended with “But for years now, successive Home 
Secretaries have downplayed the overwhelming 
evidence that today’s militants are dangerous. Not 
only have we allowed the mad mullahs to stay and 
spew out their hatred; we have paid them social 
security. We have lost control of our borders.” 

One of those benefiting from this lax policy is Hani 
al-Siba’i of the London-based al-Maqreze Centre for 
Historical Studies. He celebrated our hospitality after 
the 7 July bombings with “The term civilians does 
not exist in Islamic law.... People are either Dar Al- 
Harb [the non-Islamic world, the world of conflict] 
or not.... If al-Qaeda indeed carried out the act, it isa 
great victory for it... rubbed the noses of the world’s 
eight most powerful countries in the mud.’(World 
Net Daily, 12 July 2005). 


our borders” 
— David Mellor 
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The jolly tacit agreement between Muslim fanatics 
and successive British governments - “You let us live 
here and we'll not attack Britain” - was upset by the 
recklessness of that perpetual adolescent Tony Blair, 
whose mindless support for Bush in Afghanistan and 
Iraq acted as the immediate primer for the bombings. 
But behind Blair's criminal error lies a greater and 
more fundamental fault: the permitting of the mass 
immigration of unassimilatable peoples since 1945. 
The present equation is beautifully simple: no Muslims 
in Britain = no homegrown Muslim terrorists. 

After the bomb blasts, the purveyors of multi- 
culturalism at first clung desperately to the idea that 
the bombers were foreign. Most excitingly for liberal 
bigots, the Metro (11 July 2005) reported that unnamed 
British intelligence officials “are investigating the 
possibility that a gang of white mercenaries was hired 
by al-Qaeda to carry out the attacks”. When faced with 
the fact that three of the four bombers were British 
born and raised Asians — the fourth was a Jamaican 
born Briton - the liberal bigot community evinced 
shock, collectively saying “Who would have thought 
it?” Just about everyone other than a liberal bigot is 
the answer. 

The bombings engendered a truly horrific outbreak 
of competitive political correctness. Just as the more 
bonkers and egotistical mediaeval clerics boasted 
that they were “the most humble and miserable of 
all’, a motley gallery of senior coppers, the media 
and politicians vied with one another to be “the most 
politically correct of all”. The watchword was “Don't, 
just don't... mention the religion”. Assistant Deputy 
Commissioner Brian Paddick of the Metropolitan 
Police took first prize for officially burying his head 
in the ethnic sand. At a press conference on the 
same day as the bombings he told the world that 
the words “Islamic and terrorist don’t go together’, 
(Daily Telegraph, 9 July 2005). Close behind the Met 
came the BBC with their decision to excise the word 
terrorist from their website because it was just too, 
too upsetting for Muslims (Daily Telegraph, 12 July 
2005). 

The prime concern for politicians immediately 
after the bombings was to insist hysterically that the 
bombers and their ilk were ‘not true Muslims; ‘only a 
tiny minority of Muslims’ and that ‘99% of Muslims 
are law-abiding, hard-working chaps, as British as 
they come. Alas, a YouGoy poll of British Muslims 
(Daily Telegraph, 23 July 2005) showed that 24% 
sympathised with the motives of the bombers and 
6% thought they were justified. Six per cent of the 
estimated two million Muslims in Britain is 120,000. 
The poll also found that 10% felt no loyalty to Britain 
(200,000 of the estimated two million British Muslims) 
and a further 39% were either “not very loyal” or only 
“reasonably loyal”. 

On the other side of the multicultural coin, 
Muslims filled the media with the absurd claim that 
the attacks had nothing to do with Islam. 

This is akin to Christians claiming the Crusades 
had nothing to do with Christianity. They also 
peddled the ‘Islam is a religion of peace’ line ad 
nauseam, happily ignoring the Koranic verses which 
invite attacks on non-Muslims, for example, “Prophet, 
make war on the unbelievers and the hypocrites and 
deal vigorously with them. Hell is their home.” (Sura 
- chapter - entitled Repentance). 

Muslims who personally knew the bombers 
claimed that the terrorists were all splendid fellows 
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full of charitable impulses who would not have hurt 
a fly, claims which had curious echoes of the myth of 
the Kray Twins in the East End (‘Ronnie and Reggie? 
Diamond geezers. Loved their mum. Couldn't do 
enough for you’). 

Gradually a voice or two of élite dissent was 
heard. The Daily Telegraph leader of 14 July insisted 
that Britain must “..resist the idea that British citizens 
owe a greater allegiance to the global ambitions of a 
religious sect... while Tory MP Boris Johnson writing 
in the Daily Telegraph on the same day identified the 
problem thus: “The disaster is that we no longer make 
any real demands of loyalty upon those who are 
immigrants or the children of immigrants....many 
Britons have absolutely no sense of allegiance to this 
country or its institutions.” All true enough. But fear 
not PC aficionados, ol’ whitey is to blame. And damn 
me if the ol’ whitey in question isn’t the one British 
politician of the past 50 years who told the truth 
about immigration, Enoch Powell. According to 
Johnson “the problem was not so much his [Powell’s] 
catastrophic 1968 tirade [the so-called ‘rivers of 
blood’ speech], but the way he made it impossible for 
any serious politician to discuss the consequences of 
immigration. In the wake of Powell’s racist foray, no 
one had the guts to talk about Britishness...” So there 
you have it, Powell is responsible for the mess we are 
in because he didn’t realise that our entire political 
class both then and since would utterly lack courage. 

Actually, Powell’s 1968 speech was not racist or 
intemperate but merely forthright and visionary. Here 
is its opening passage: 

“The supreme function of statesmanship is to 
provide against preventable evils. In seeking to do 
so, it encounters obstacles which are deeply rooted 
in human nature. One is that by the very order of 
things such evils are not demonstrable until they 
have occurred: at each stage in their onset there is 
room for doubt and for dispute whether they be 
real or imaginary. By the same token, they attract 
little attention in comparison with current troubles, 
which are both indisputable and pressing: whence the 
besetting temptation ofall politics to concern itself 
with the immediate present at the expense of the 
future. Above all, people are disposed to mistake 
predicting troubles for causing troubles and even for 
desiring troubles: ‘If only; they love to think, ‘if only 
people wouldn't talk about it, it probably wouldn't 
happen” 

Well, no politician after Powell would talk 
honestly about mass immigration. But when élites 
get frightened they change their tune very quickly. 
After a second failed bomb campaign on 21 July the 
political language became considerably more race- 
realist. Asked what Muslims born and raised in 
Britain should do if they did not feel part of Britain, 
the Tory MP Gerald Howarth said: “If you don’t give 
allegiance, then leave. There are plenty of countries 
whose way of life would be more conducive to what 
they aspire to. They would be happy and we would be 
happy.’ (Daily Express, 4 August 2005). 

Perhaps most significantly the front-runner for 
the Tory leadership, David Davis, put his head above 
the PC parapet in an article in the Daily Telegraph (3 
August 2005) entitled “Why cultural tolerance cuts 
both ways”. Davis called for the reintroduction of 
proper border controls and the restriction of British 
citizenship to only those of good character — Muktar, 
one of the 21 July failed bombers, gained citizenship 


despite seeing a five year sentence for mugging. 
Davis also called for Muslims to realise they had 
responsibilities and obligations to non-Muslims in 
Britain. 

Sadly, much as they would like to, our élite cannot 
pretend that the present situation was unforeseeable. 
Powell’s 1968 speech contains a series of remarkably 
accurate predictions about the consequences of 
immigration for the native population, not least what 
we now call ‘anti-racism’ and political correctness. 
Powell placed too little emphasis on ethnic solidarity, 
but the only important development he did not foresee 
was the rise of Islam as a revolutionary force. The 
passage which perhaps best shows Powell's prescience 
is this: 

“But while, to the immigrant, entry to this country 
was admission to privileges and opportunities eagerly 
sought, the impact upon the existing population 
was very different. For reasons which they could 
not comprehend, and in pursuance of a decision by 
default, on which they were never consulted, they 
found themselves made strangers in their own country. 
They found their wives unable to obtain hospital beds 
in childbirth, their children unable to obtain school 
places, their homes and neighbourhoods changed 
beyond recognition, their plans and prospects for the 
future defeated; at work they found that employers 
hesitated to apply to the immigrant worker the 
standards of discipline and competence required of the 
native-born worker; they began to hear, as time went 
by, more and more voices which told them that they 
were now the unwanted. They now learn that a one 
way privilege is to be established by act of parliament 
[the 1968 Race Relations Act] ; a law which cannot, 
and is not intended, to operate to protect them or 
redress their grievances is to be enacted to give the 
stranger, the disgruntled and the agent-provocateur 
the power to pillory them for their private actions.” 

All the focus is currently on Muslims, but any 
large ethnic group in any society which either 
will not or cannot integrate to the extent of being 
indistinguishable from the native population 
potentially offers a similar threat. The behaviour of 
British Sikhs in 2004 in closing down a play of which 
they disapproved shows the dangers. Since 1945 
our élite have introduced an army of potential fifth 
columns into Britain. Q 


action. 


A campaign against 
mass immigration? 


Immigration into Britain has grown massively, and millions 
more immigrants are expected in the coming years, along with 
further substantial alteration of the population. Consequently, 
a considered, rational, non-party and broadly based campaign 
against mass immigration and multiracialism has been proposed. 
Dedicated volunteers are needed, to decide its name, to discuss 
its strategy, and to form an initial committee to turn ideas into 


Please write, indicating your willingness to help and any 
organisational experience or abilities, to ‘Campaign against 
immigration’ (the name is provisional), c/o ‘| 
Marylebone High Street, London W1U 


“the existing 
population... 
found themselves 
made strangers in 
their own country” 
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At war with itself 


Roger Jolly says that Muslims are divided 
amongst themselves and that Islamism is doomed to fail 


F= its very beginning, Islam has contained an 
essential dichotomy about the balance between 
temporal power and religious authority. Understanding 
and application of the Koran are made problematic by 
the question of whether the ‘tolerant’ verses abrogate 
the ‘intolerant’ verses, or vice versa. This difficulty is 
worsened because Islam has competing persuasive 
authorities and no central ‘mosque’ which can speak 
for it. Anybody can issue a fatwa. Sharia law is not 
codified but an interpretation depending on eight 
competing schools of thought. Successive purging 
effects have reduced the range of sources of authority, 
closing the door to ‘inner struggle of interpretation’ 
(ijtihad). 

Islam is divided into the orthodox Sunnis and other 
variants, of which the Shia are the most important. 


“Fundamentalists Sunnis have moved theologically towards their Shiite 
havea rivals, who support innovation through analogy 
hiscubreid (senior ayatollahs are called marja’ al taqlid — ‘leaders 
‘a cba in imitation’). But genuine attempts at reform can be, 
attitude to and are, denounced as ‘un-Islamic’ 
modernity. The modern tragedy began in 1195 when Ibn Rushd 
They embrace it (knownas Averroes), aleading intellectual and religious 
: scholar, wrote his seminal work The Incoherence of the 
technologically Incoherence. This was a reply to the Incoherence of 
but cannot deal the Philosophers by Al Ghazali, who had argued that 
with the social all knowledge was religious and all experience must 
consequences” have a religious purpose. In modern terms, Rushd was 


arguing for the separation of the public and private 
spheres. Rushd was ‘excommunicated’ his books were 
burnt and he was dismissed from office (his books are 
still sometimes banned in Muslim countries). Islam’s 
loss was the West’s gain, because his translated work 
contributed to the Renaissance. 

Apart from Rushd and Ibn Khaldun, the father of 
sociology, there has been no original thought emanating 
within Islam — although a huge number of extremely 
poor apologias have been produced which purport 
to ‘prove’ the scientific or modern basis of Islam, or 
that liberalism, conservatism, etc are compatible or 
have even been inspired by Islam. Today, the central 
issue in Islam is the visible material decline of every 
Islamic society, compared with non-Islamic societies. _ 
Rampant 
and globalisation are creating countries in crisis 
which cannot even begin discussing solutions 
to the problems engulfing them. The absence of 
any public criticism of religion is central to their 
generic inability to deal with internal crises. 

The Caliphate as a substantive political 
entity lasted for a fairly short time. Of the first 
four ‘rightly guided Caliphs’ remembered by 
Muslims, three were murdered. Yet it was the 
abolition of the redundant Caliphate in 1924 
which created the myth of betrayal which has _ | 
sustained Islamism’. 

All Muslim societies suffer from a crisis of 
legitimacy, as they are by and large artificial 
entities run by comprador bourgeoisies. The 
alignment of corrupt elites with Western 
secularism created the legitimacy the 
Islamists craved. Islamism contained a 


‘Roger Jolly’ is the 
pen-name of a member 
of the Labour Party 
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population growth, modernisation 


moral core - a return to purity, self-sacrifice and 
solidarity - which has now been squandered through 
a descent into criminality and pathological violence. 

It is a misunderstanding to see the present 
dilemma only in terms of Islam versus modernisation. 
Fundamentalists have a schizophrenic attitude to 
modernity. They embrace it technologically but cannot 
deal with the social consequences. Fundamentalism 
is itself a modernising response to modernity. It is 
also a form of globalisation. It seeks a ‘return’ to false 
traditionalism and universalism, and to impose it on 
Muslim society. It wants to control society through 
the minutiae of everyday life based on an obsessive 
and fabricated exegesis. Its innovations include the 
fez, beards, veil, jilbab etc which were never more than 
isolated customs (there are more veils worn in Europe 
than in some Muslim countries). 

There is a growing movement within Islam to 
face down the Islamists, as happened in Egypt after 
the 1992 assassination of the respected intellectual 
Farag Foda at the hands of Islamists’. At present, even 
democratic secularists support undemocratic regimes 
because democratic elections would probably sweep 
Islamists to power (although Islamists were recently 
defeated in free elections in Malaysia). 

Meanwhile, more and more Muslims are likely 
to renounce their wavering faith. Sexual minorities 
and women will have a central role in this. Increasing 
migration controls in the West (and elsewhere) will 
require rapid population growth to be tackled. Rapidly 
falling oil production will force Muslim countries to 
become more dependent on tourism and to protect 
their pre-Islamic heritage. This will in turn force 
Muslims to examine their own societies and their faith. 
The extremists are likely to be ultimately isolated not 
because of the ‘moderation’ of Islam but simply because 
the majority of Muslims are not very religious. 

Western governments in their collective naivete and 
thirst for cheap labour have helped to create a growing 
Islamic separatist, welfare-dependent underclass with 
a high birth rate. A separatist, multinational Muslim 
constituency has been created whose members 
essentially identify with a notionally Muslim ideology 
based on making demands. 

The “clash of civilisations” is largely a myth. Islam 
is at war with itself, but it is a conflict which can only be 
resolved outside the Muslim sphere. Events will reform 
Islam. These could lead either to a growing Muslim 
population hell-bent on domination, or the implosion 
of a secularised but alienated community. The key to 

dealing with all of this is undoubtedly to empower 
_. Muslim women and continually to challenge the 
|) mosques and their rigid, repressive taboos. Q 


Editor’s Notes: 

1. After the death of Mohammed in 632 AD, Islam 
was for centuries nominally led by a Caliph, 
each of whom was supposed to be a direct 
lineal descendant of Mohammed. The weak 
Caliph Mutassen (833-842) became dependent 
on Turkish power, and thereafter the Caliphate 
was always propped up by the Ottomans. After 
the Ottoman Empire was defeated in World War 
I, the title of Caliph was briefly assumed by the 
Grand Shereef of Mecca who had helped the 
» British military campaign in the Middle East, 

. butKemalAtaturk’ssecularising government 
formally abolished the Caliphate in 1924. 
2. The Muslim Brotherhood, which created 
modern Islamism, was founded in Egypt in 
1928. 


h, how gloriously stable was life during the 
QO Cold War! Today we are alternately stimu- 

lated and frightened as we cling to the lid 
of Pandora's Box. Bush and Blair call it a war, the 
French and Germans prefer to name it Islamist ter- 
rorism, and the Muslims refer to it as payback. For 
what I am not sure, perhaps because they are con- 
vinced the West is cruising the lower circles of Dante's 
inferno. But seriously, remember how ‘peaceful’ the 
world was during the Cold War? I covered the 1973 
Yom Kippur war, a damn close run thing, which the 
Israelis won only because the Nixon administration 
poured aircraft and tanks into Israel, replacing the 
devastating losses of material which the brilliantly 
executed Egyptian plan had inflicted on the Jewish 
state. During the second week I remember Henry 
Kissinger arriving in Tel Aviv and being mobbed by 
the Israelis. President Nixon, however, was the one 
who took the decision to go all out to save the Jews, 
and “to hell with what the Soviets might do.” 

Years later, while dining with Mr Nixon in his 
New Jersey home, we discussed the Middle East. 
“Secretary Brezhnev put a lot of pressure on me to 
stop the airlift,” the ex-president said, “but I played 
crazy, talking like a hothead over the hot line, re- 
peating time and again that this was our sphere 
of influence.” The trick worked, the Soviets stayed 
out, and the Israelis claimed a big victory. Actually, 
without the Americans, they would have had to use 
nuclear weapons, although I believe the Arab 
armies would have stopped after liberating the Golan 
Heights and the Sinai. 

Be that as it may, there is no question in my 
mind that the war against Islamist terrorism will not 
be won until Uncle Sam is instrumental in broker- 
ing a peaceful settlement of the Israeli-Palestinian 
problem. The US tilt towards Israel has been all too 
evident for years, and this imbalance fatally under- 
mines Western claims of having virtue, justice, de- 
mocracy, freedom and tolerance on their side. The 
Jewish vote in America is, of course, excessively 
one-sided, handcuffing Washington when it comes 
to playing honest broker. The Iraq war, needless to 
say, has made things far worse. Arabs are convinced 
that Uncle Sam and John Bull are out to steal their 
oil under orders from the powerful Israeli Washing- 
ton lobby. 

The trouble is that no American politician can 
survive while demanding an equitable stance where 
Israel is concerned. What is to be done? It’s an easy 
answer on paper. The Israelis have to realise that in 
the long run peace can only be achieved by giving 
the Palestinians the right to run their own country. 
And they are the only ones who can achieve that 
goal. For the moment, however, no Israeli politician 
can preach peace at all costs and survive. Post-war 
terrorism and insurgency was likely once America 
invaded Iraq, and the Israelis knew that from day 
one. Still, they strongly backed the war, hoping the 
mess in Iraq would lift the pressure from their own 
problems. The Gaza disengagement was a positive 
step. 

If Israel does not use it as a ploy to build more 
illegal settlements in the west.Bank, Israel wins the 
moral stakes. Let’s hope Sharon and his merry men 
see this. But it ain't gonna be easy, that’s for sure. 


nd speaking of Dante's inferno — morning 
Accson daily romp with Jerry Springer 
comes immediately to mind — human 
depravity is seen all over the Middle East, cour- 
tesy of satellite TV. Islam's clerics have had a field 
day convincing their congregations that Desperate 
Housewives and Sex and the City are true reflections 
of a US secret weapons to destroy Islam. 
Military might to impose depravity is how the 


Bush doctrine and its crusade for democracy are . 


explained in countless mosques throughout the 
Middle East. Try and explain, then, to sophisticated 
Arab audiences, let alone uneducated masses, that 
New York and Hollywood are not representative 
of the United States and Britain. The ‘blogosphere; 
needless to say, has long ago gone over the top. I 
am told that traditional newspaper gossip column- 
ists are retreating before the onslaught of sleaze and 
vicious dirt - mostly false - which has become de 
riguer on the internet. 

Ten million blogs in the United States alone 
dishing dirt non-stop is enough to appall the most 
peaceful of Muslims. The schlockmeisters have a lot 
to answer for. 


irbrushing the past is practiced by all 
Asm starting with Britain and 

America, but Japan seems to be the only 
one which keeps getting yellow cards for it. Prime 
Minister Junichiro Koizumi is attacked time and 
again for continuing to visit a Tokyo shrine where 
Japan’s war dead are deified. The International 
Herald Tribune and the Néw York Times refer to 
those Japanese dead as war criminals. In the im- 
mortal words of Mandy Rice-Davies, “they would, 
wouldn't they?” 

The Yasukuni shrine honours all those who fell 
for the fatherland. Unlike in the West, where we 
forget those who paid the ultimate sacrifice and 
our political leaders arrive at the Cenotaph not 
even bothering to wear a tie, the Japanese honour 
and worship those who fell in le champ d’honneur. 
What I don’t understand is how any newspaper 
written by sofa Samurais can call soldiers ‘war 
criminals. Soldiers fight and follow orders. The 
airmen who vaporised 150,000 women and chil- 
dren in one Tokyo raid are honoured in America, 
as was the general, Curtis Le May, along with his 
political boss, Robert McNamara, who ordered it. 
Bomber Harris ditto. 

Those who demand that Koizumi stop his vis- 
its should go and enlist in Iraq and stop boring the 
pants off the rest of us with their girlie hypocrisy 
and double standards. 


he previously mentioned President Nixon 
T= more cultivated than Kennedy, more 

cosmopolitan than Johnson, more intelli- 
gent than Reagan, more disciplined than Clinton, 
and more sensitive than both Bushes. 

Yet the Fourth Estate hated him because he knew 
how untrustworthy the hacks really are. He had 
to resign for for what I consider was a very small, 
white lie. Go figure, as they say in Brooklyn. O 


“Military 
might to impose 
depravity is how 

the Bush doctrine 
and its crusade 

for democracy 

are explained in 
countless mosques 
throughout the 
Middle East” 
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The cutting edge of sociobiology 


Derek Turner interviews intrepid Canadian psychologist J Philippe Rushton 


“If race were onlya 
social construct we 
would not be able to 
make the fine-grain 
predictions we can 
about biological 
variables such as 
brain size and 
physiology...” 


Editor’s Note: 

For a review of the 
Rushton-Jensen 
contribution to 
Psychology, Public 
Policy and Law, 
please see page 22 


In the June 2005 issue of Psychology, Public Policy 
and Law, official journal of the American Psycho- 
logical Association, Arthur Jensen and you have 
co-authored an article entitled “Thirty Years of 
Research on Race Differences in Cognitive Ability’. 
Can you sum up your findings briefly? 


Tl begin with our conclusion, which is that the av- 
erage black-white IQ difference in the United States 
is about 80% due to the genes and about 20% due to 
the environment. Jensen and I reached this conclu- 
sion after examining ten major categories of research 
evidence. Although we began with a 50% genetic-50% 
cultural hypothesis, we revised the genetic estimate 
upwards after reviewing the totality of the data. The 
50-50 model remains good for many of the other 
group comparisons. 

We began by noting the remarkable consistency of 
the IQ distributions over time and place. Around the 
world, the average for whites, whether in Europe, Aus- 
tralia, New Zealand, Canada, or the United States, is 
about 100. For east Asians it is higher, about 106, both 
in the United States and in the Pacific rim, even though 
IQ tests were developed for use in the Euro-American 
culture. Blacks have a much lower IQ, about 85 in the 
United States and 70 in sub-Saharan Africa. The US 
black-white IQ difference has remained unchanged at 
15 to 18 points (1.1 standard deviations) since large 
scale testing began in World War I. Jewish populations 
average the highest IQ of all—about 113, which may 
explain why they have won 20% of all Nobel Prizes! 
These average IQ differences show up around age three 
so they are not due to schooling. They are also found 
on culture-free tests such as reaction time tasks, which 
all children can do in less than one second but more 
intelligent children do milliseconds faster. 

Among the data sets that Jensen and I reviewed 
is the relation of IQ scores to brain size and of race 
differences in brain size. For example, about 20 state- 
of-the-art magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) stud- 
ies have confirmed the 100-year-old observation that 
brain size is related to IQ. Moreover, racial differences 
in brain size are present at birth. By adulthood, east 
Asians average 1 cubic inch more cranial capacity than 
do whites and whites average about 5 cubic inches 
more cranial capacity than blacks. Other data show 
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that black-white IQ differences are most pronounced 
on those tests that best measure g or the general factor 
of intelligence, as they are also on the more heritable 
components of tests. Twin studies show that the herita- 
bility of IQ is the same in all racial groups. Trans-racial 
adoption studies show that the east Asian-white-black 
1Q pattern remains for children adopted as babies and 
raised by white middle class parents. Racial admixture 
studies show that the more white genes black people 
have, the higher are their IQ scores. Studies of regres- 
sion-to-the-mean show that black and white middle- 
class parents with IQs of 115 have children who move 
to different IQ averages; black children regress toward 
an average IQ of 85 whereas white children regress to- 
ward an average of 100. This explains why black stu- 
dents from families with incomes of over US$80,000 
do poorer in school than white students from families 
with incomes of less than US$30,000. The complete 
failure of so many culture-only hypotheses to account 
for the differences is also germane. Jensen and I dis- 
cuss how, even after statistically adjusting for all socio- 
economic variables taken together, the black-white IQ 
gap is reduced by less than a third. Only an 80% ge- 
netic hypothesis fits all of these data. 


It is often said that race is ‘a social construct’ with 
no physical basis. How do you answer this charge? 


DNA tests now reliably identify people’s racial ances- 
try on the basis of a single drop of blood, saliva, or 
semen, which is what makes them invaluable for fo- 
rensic scientists. An individual's racial ancestry can be 
determined by testing his or her DNA at 100 random 
sites along the genome, or at 30 specifically chosen 
ones. Even different ethnic groups within a race can 
be distinguished using some 50 specifically chosen 
sites. Moreover, if race were only a social construct we 
would not be able to make the fine-grain predictions 
we can about biological variables such as brain size 
and physiology. However, there is a very wide range of 
IQ scores in all racial groups. 


You are an adherent of the ‘out of Africa’ theory of 
human evolution. If all human beings started off 
the same, how have they diverged so much over the 
centuries? Did those who left Africa intermix with 
or simply replace the existing populations? Please 
explain your “r-K strategy”. 

The currently most accepted view of human origins 
based on both DNA and paleontological evidence is 
that Homo sapiens arose in Africa about 150,000 years 
ago. They expanded northward beyond Africa about 
100,000 years ago with a European-east Asian split 
about 41,000 years ago. DNA data shows no evidence 
of admixture with the local Homo erectus or Neander- 
thal populations. 

Evolutionary selection pressures were different 
in the hot savannah where Africans lived than in the 
cold northern regions Europeans experienced or the 
even colder Arctic regions of east Asians. The further 
north the ancestral populations migrated out of Africa, 
the more they encountered the cognitively demanding 
problems of gathering and storing food, gaining shelter, 
making clothes, and raising children successfully during 
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prolonged winters. As these populations evolved into 
present-day Europeans and east Asians, the ecological 
pressures selected for many racial traits — shades of skin 
colour, blood groups, susceptibility to certain diseases, 
and larger brains and greater intelligence. 

The r-K life-history theory I have used to ex- 
plain race differences comes from Harvard biologist 
E O Wilson and his 1975 book Sociobiology, which 
founded this field of enquiry. The theory emphasizes 
the importance of parental care (K). Raising babies in 
cold winters requires that fathers help provision them 
and that there be more stable pair bonds. In north- 
ern climes men become ‘dads’ rather than ‘cads. It is 
not just brains that differentiate the races but a whole 
suite of r-K life history traits - for example, speed of 
maturation and longevity (blacks mature faster and 
die earlier than whites or east Asians), sexual behav- 
iour and fertility (black women produce more eggs in 
the monthly cycle and black men have higher levels of 
testosterone), family stability and crime (blacks form 
less stable pair-bonds and are less inclined to follow 
rules), and personality and temperament (blacks are 
more gregarious and less fearful). The fact that the 
three-way pattern of race differences shows up on so 
many variables fits perfectly with evolutionary theory 
but is almost impossible to explain from a 100% cul- 
tural perspective. 


Is there significant IQ variance between all the 
tribes south of the Sahara, which often differ 
greatly physically? Is there any correlation between 
skin tone and IQ? Why do American blacks have 
higher average IQs than African blacks? 


The average black African IQ of 70 is so low that many 
people find it difficult to accept. That is partly because 
an IQ of 70 in white children is used to indicate mental 
retardation. Yet an IQ of 70 has been corroborated in 
over 50 studies from east, west, central, and southern 
Africa. No tribal or regional variation has so far been 
noted. However, the mixed-race ‘colored’ group in 
South Africa has an IQ of 85, intermediate to ‘pure’ Af- 
ricans and ‘pure’ whites. African-Americans also have 
an IQ of 85 and they too are a mixed-race population. 
DNA studies show that African-Americans have about 
25% white admixture. The data further show that the 
more white admixture, the higher is the black IQ. 

For adults an IQ of 70 is equivalent to a mental 
age of 11 years. So the normal range of mental ages in 
Africa is from 7 to 16, with an average of 11. Eleven 
year olds, of course, are not retarded. They can drive 
cars, build houses, and work in factories — if super- 
vised properly. They can also make war. A mental age 
of 11 for the African sub-continent is an astonishing 
fact, with sweeping implications for both domestic 
and foreign policy. It fits with what we know of the 
historical record concerning black African cultural 
achievements. It seems unrealistic therefore to expect 
Africans to produce stable democracies or technologi- 
cal societies. It may be possible to raise IQs in Africa 
by about ten points through better nutrition, cleaner 
water, and removing parasites such as tapeworms. 


Is it the case that Hispanics are lumped in with 
‘whites’ for IQ testing purposes in the US? 
Has this had any effect on white IQ results? 


Hispanics, of course, are a linguistic rather than racial 
group. Ethnically, those from Mexico and Latin Amer- 
ica are mostly of mixed white and Amerindian ances- 
try, while those from the Caribbean have black admix- 
ture. Typically, they are not combined with whites for 


educational and IQ testing. Military samples as well as 
those from the school system show that non-black His- 
panics average an IQ intermediate to blacks and whites 
— about 90. Hispanic school performance, crime rates, 
and welfare dependency are commensurate. Their cul- 
tural level has become a serious social problem, not 
just in the United States but in the increasingly global 
economy, also in Latin America. An IQ of 90 is in fact 
the world average. IQs of 100 are only found reliably in 
Europe, east Asia, and among Jewish populations. 


Has any substantive IQ research been done in south 
Asia? 

In their 2002 book, IQ and the Wealth of Nations, Rich- 
ard Lynn and Tatu Vanhanen review several studies of 
south Asians (and Muslim populations generally from 
north Africa and the Middle East). They report an av- 
erage IQ of about 90 right across the latitude, from Al- 
geria and Morocco through Turkey and Afghanistan 
and out through Pakistan to Indonesia. 


To what do you ascribe the ‘Flynn Effect’ (whereby 
average IQs have been rising)? If the Flynn Effect 

is attributable to mental stimulation arising from 
more complex societies, etc, is it more noticeable in 
Western countries than in non-Western countries? 


The cause of the Flynn Effect is still something of a 
mystery. It is most prevalent in urban areas, but also 
fits a theory of nutritional improvement. Recent re- 
search from Scandinavia suggests that the Flynn Effect 
may have peaked. Although black and white IQ scores 
have both increased over the past 100 years as a result 
of the Flynn Effect, there has been no convergence. 


The IQ test is regularly recalibrated to ensure 
that the average remains at 100 (despite the Flynn 
effect). Why not allow the average to rise, so that 
the increase can be measured and compared 
between countries/groups? 


Lynn and Vanhanen’s book IQ and the Wealth of Na- 
tions benchmarked the world distribution of IQ scores 
against a British mean of 100 and calibrated the other 
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Continued from page 5 


“Many of the new 
findings remain 
buried in the 
technical journals 
and are being kept 
off the radar screens 
by the mass media 
and the political 
pundits” 


scores against it using an equating process for the year 
the testing was conducted. This procedure worked 
very well. It would be impossible (and counterproduc- 
tive) to try and regulate the international testing in- 
dustry, which is what your alternative would require! 
New reaction time measures of IQ with an absolute 
zero would solve many problems but this may be a 
decade or more away. 


This whole area of research is of course fiercely 
controversial, with scholars such as yourself often 
professionally disadvantaged or even targeted for 
hate campaigns by the far Left. Do you detect any 
signs that views like yours are becoming more 
widely accepted? 


Publication of The Bell Curve in 1994 by Richard Her- 
rnstein and Charles Murray caused a sea change within 
the labyrinths of academia. It suddenly became much 
more respectable, even fascinating, to speculate about 
IQ. The Human Genome Project also let the genetic 
genie out of the bottle, despite well-publicized claims 
to the contrary. Unfortunately, many of the new find- 
ings remain buried in the technical journals and are 
being kept off the radar screens by the mass media and 
the political pundits. 


You have just published a paper on ‘genetic 
similarity theory, by which you mean that people 
seem to have an innate preference for people who 
are genetically similar to themselves. Can you 
expand a little on this? 


The July 2005 issue of Psychological Science published a 
study by Trudy Bons and me on several hundred pairs 
of identical and fraternal twins, their spouses, and their 
best friends. We found that spouses and best friends 
are more similar than was previously recognized - al- 
most as close as brothers and sisters. The participants 
were sent a long questionnaire that measured social 
background, personality, and attitudes. By comparing 
the similarities and differences among the identical 
twins (who share 100% of their genes) and the frater- 
nal twins (who only share 50% of their genes), we were 
able to apportion the twin’s preference for similarity 
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in social partners 34% to the genes, 12% to family up- 
bringing, and 54% to chance factors. Thus, for uncon- 
scious genetic reasons people seek out their ‘own kind’ 
— extroverts with extroverts; traditionalists with tradi- 
tionalists. The reason is that if we like, become friends 
with, come to the aid of, and mate with those who are 
genetically similar, we help to ensure that our own seg- 
ment of the gene pool will be safely maintained and 
even transmitted to future generations. 


In the October issue of Nations and Nationalism 
(an academic journal published by the London 
School of Economics) you draw out the 
implications of genetic similarity theory for 
ethnic relations. Can you tell us about it? 


The pull of genetic similarity does not stop at family 
and friends. Group members move into ethnic neigh- 
borhoods and join together in clubs, societies, and 
religious organizations. Since people of the same eth- 
nic group are genetically more similar to each other 
than to members of other groups, they favour mem- 
bers of their own group over outsiders. Indeed, recent 
estimates of genetic distances between populations 
suggest that co-ethnics are related at the level of half- 
siblings when compared to the total genetic variance 
in the world as a whole. Thus, the aggregate of genes 
people share with their fellow ethnics dwarfs those 
they share with their extended families. Rather than 
being a mere poor relation of family nepotism, ethnic 
nepotism is virtually a proxy for it. 

The politics of ethnic identity are increasingly re- 
placing the politics of class as the major threat to the 
stability of nations. Although social scientists and 
historians have been quick to condemn the extent to 
which political leaders or would-be leaders have been 
able to manipulate ethnic identity, the questions they 
never ask, let alone attempt to answer are, “Why is it 
always so easy?’ and ‘Why can a relatively uneducat- 
ed political outsider set off a riot simply by uttering 
a few well-delivered ethnic epithets?’ Patriotic feeling 
is much more than a delusion constructed by elites 
or rabble-rousers for their own purpose. The sense of 
common ethnicity remains a major focus of identifi- 
cation for individuals today. Genetic similarity theory 
helps to explain why. 


In December last year, the Royal Society published 
a paper of yours about the links between genes and 
altruism, which showed that there were genetic 
reasons for human kindness and good behaviour. 
Can you summarise your views? 


Yes, this was another twin study. We gave 300 pairs of 
twins a social attitude questionnaire and found that 
people have a genetic disposition to act in a socially 
responsible manner, to help others, and to disapprove 
of cheaters. We concluded that humans are hard-wired 
with a ‘goodness gene. Empathy, nurturing and social 
responsibility are deeply embedded in the human ge- 
nome. If we're born bad, we're also born good; altru- 
istic traits are part of human nature. That’s good news 
because society is not about to fall apart at the seams. 
If you were to put a group of strangers together on a 
desert island, they would begin to band together and 
work toward a common good. 


When you are not engaged in scientific pursuits, 
what are your other interests? 


Simple pleasures like family (two grown children), 
reading (biography), going to movies (low-brow ro- 
mantic comedies), and also travel (mainly to scientific 
conferences). 
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he other day I was assaulted on my doorstep by 

a pensioner. My assailant was literally trembling 
with rage and it took some forbearance not to retaliate 
to a blow to my ribs. Faced with such a display a 
coherent response seemed impossible. The cause of 
the assault was the fact that in his estimation I had 
parked my car in the wrong place. Evidently he had 
been brooding on this for some time before getting 
into such a state. 

I am new to the village where I now live and 
naturally the subtleties of parking arrangements 
were unfamiliar to me. Minutes after my assailant 
left, another pensioner, this time a woman, was at my 
door. It was the same problem. Again, I witnessed 
similar symptoms of extreme agitation. She launched 
into a monologue about the time-honoured parking 
arrangements of my new neighbours, which included 
statistics on the car ownership of each household and 
eventually left without, it seemed, taking in anything I 
had said. Growing tired of this, I left the house, car keys 
in hand, only to be accosted by a third complainant. 
Despite my errand being obvious, he followed me 
down the road, maintaining a tirade throughout. 

I have lived in several villages in this corner of 
north Yorkshire and south Durham. Each has been 
populated by what might be described as premature 
retirees. Given recent comments in the financial press 
it is possible that no further recruits will be added 
to this miserable tribe. This is perhaps no bad thing. 
Although commuters get the bad press for sucking 
the life out of rural areas, my experience suggests that 
another group is responsible for helping to kill off any 
sense of community in these places. 

Though what I have described was an extreme 
example, lying behind it is a type who can be found 
populating rural communities throughout the country. 
Having been offered the chance to ‘go early’ they cash 
in on the high value of their suburban homes and 
move out to villages in search of what they describe 
as The Quiet. 

Essentially this has nothing to do with a reduced 
level of decibels. Rather it is an opportunity to retreat 
to a level of existence that lacks any stimulation 
beyond that on offer from daytime television. A 
house is acquired, redecorated from top to bottom, 
and the garden hemmed in from the outside world 
by leylandii. After which with nothing left to do, they 
remain on the alert for anything that might disturb 
the sterile existence they have created for themselves. 
Unfortunately villages are not entirely quiet — at least 
not in a way that would fit their definition of the term. 

Anything which disturbs the dead equilibrium 
provokes a hostile reaction. These people play no part 
in the life of a village except as complainants. Their 
suburban mentality has not prepared them for the idea 
of living in a small community. Having prematurely 
abandoned the world of work, they adopt a siege 
mentality, preternaturally alert for anything that 
might disturb them. Often the only local representative 
they engage with is the community constable. The one 
group that antagonises this tribe are teenagers. They 
of course didn’t ask to live in a village but have to 
make the best of it. Unfortunately in an attempt to get 
these people off their backs the police now have a new 
weapon. 

In rural Derbyshire, the police have successfully 
applied for anti-social behaviour orders (ASBOs) 
against a group of teenagers. Their crimes included 
messing up hedges and playing football in a space 
not designated for that purpose. Both groups were 
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interviewed recently on the Radio 4 Today programme. 
The bewildered teenagers, hardly examples of the feral 
children the tabloids like tell us about, admitted that 
they had in fact been responsible for throwing some 
apples about. And because of this the police saw fit to 
seek and obtain a court order — to placate a group for 
whom the presence of children are seen as an irritant 
by their very existence. When the complainants were 
interviewed the same tired clichés were trotted out; 
how the village ‘used to be’ such a quiet place. 

Just down the road from where I live is the village 
pub. It stands next to a small enclave of council houses. 
These are cheerfully scruffy and give the appearance of 
being very much lived in. The pub retains something 
of a community focal point, at least for the council 
tenants. Men call there after work and, significantly, 
children swarm about the place. The landlord and 
his wife happily accept this youthful invasion of both 
garden and building. It is perhaps the one place in the 
village where children may play without attracting the 
hostile attention of those determined to preserve The 
Quiet. In effect children in a country village live lives 
as strictly circumscribed as their urban counterparts 
because of the hostile force ranged against them. 

The prematurely retired do not use the village 
pub. It is noisy and untidy. Some rural life is still lived 
out there. Even a few farm workers call in, those who 
help preserve the country beyond their gardens. The 
prematurely retired have no desire to connect with 
this relict population of what once made up village life. 
Instead they take their Nissan Micras to the distant 
supermarket where, if the bottles in their baskets 
are anything to go by, they blur the edges of their 
existence in a more solitary fashion. Farm machinery 
is a nuisance on the road. The sights and smells of the 
countryside in action are bewildering irritants and 
when walking their small dogs they never leave the 
prescribed footpaths. Beyond lies alien territory, too 
dirty and untidy. 

Much has been written about the decline of the 
English village, usually in economic terms. The writers 
regret the loss of what were once features of village 
life. Their memory is often preserved ironically by the 
prematurely retired in the names they have adopted for 
their homes. The prefix ‘old’ is put in front of vicarage 
and such like. The fact that they have grabbed some 
piece of ‘history’ is often a source of immense pride to 
them, conferring by possession a sense of belonging. 

Although commuters catch the blame for the 
decline of village life, it is their families who preserve 
the school by filling it with children and from 
this against the odds flows at least some sense of 
community. However, the demographics are tilted the 
other way. Family homes take up a good deal of space 
and land is in short supply. 

The builders are at work, however, maximising 
the remaining usable space in this village. An enclave 
of tiny dwellings is nearing completion, each with 
miniature ‘manageable’ gardens designed for those 
seekers after The Quiet. It takes only a matter of days 
for acclimatisation to occur after each is sold. Parking 
a car in the place they have commandeered is a good 
way to disturb The Quiet. Q 
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Cranks and Gadflies: 
The Story of UKIP 


Mark Daniel, Timewell Press, London, 
2005, 199pps, hb, £16.99 


Reviewed by Michael Keith Smith 


Having read Alexander Waugh’s witty 
hatchet job on this book in the Telegraph, I 
picked it up with some trepidation, expect- 
ing a butt-clenching ‘celebration of loveable 
English eccentricity at its nutty best’, or 
something of the sort. In case you're won- 
dering, the offbeat title is taken from an 
ill-judged and rapidly withdrawn remark 
made by Tory leader Michael Howard. 

The dustwrapper in the distinctive but 
hideous official UKIP colours, the back flap 
with its fulsome praise for the “ears back 
and nostril-flaring style” of Dick Francis- 
type racing thrillers apparently penned by 
this author, and the opening chapter with 
its pseudo-ideological waffle and repeated, 
highly dubious, assertions that UKIP peo- 
ple are “libertarians” (ie, definitely not BNP 
types) did not reassure. 

However, after this false start, Mr Dan- 
iel, if not a front-runner, gets more or less 
into his stride. Although his dramatis per- 
sonae are generally characterised in the (ap- 
propriately) purple prose of Sunday jour- 
nalism this is no hagiography, nor in truth 
can it be seen as an out-and-out celebration 
of UKIP’s short-lived triumph at the 2004 
European Elections. The book went to press 
before the party’s disappointing results in 
the 2005 general election, but it does fea- 
ture a frank and hilarious account of Kil- 
roy’s meteoric rise and fall. 

One of the best insights into the oth- 
erwise inexplicable Kilroy mentality turns 
out (as with much else in the book) to have 
been cut and pasted, in this case from an 
article by journalist Nick Cohen; “It was a 
reasonable way to behave for a man from 
television. For UKIP to take Kilroy and not 
make him leader would have been as in- 
comprehensible as Channel 4 News taking 
Jeremy Paxman and not making him lead 
presenter”. 

UKIP warts aplenty are on display, al- 
though I suspect that the personal prefer- 
ences of Mr Daniel, a sometime paid official 
of the party, have resulted in a somewhat 
selective treatment of the individuals con- 
cerned. While Tony Bennett, renowned for 
* his direct approach to metric signposts, 
gets a firm thumbs down from the author, 
one Greg Lance-Watkins, remembered for 
his appalling statement that the murder of 
Swedish Prime Minister Anna Lindh was 
“a patriotic act” is treated with undue re- 
spect. I learn from several reliable sources 
that Daniel and Lance-Watkins are ‘close’, 
and in view of this apparent bias, the reader 
must perhaps treat all the author’s personal 
judgments with an element of caution, in- 
cluding those relating to such dethroned 


“Reading maketh a full man” 
— Bacon 


UKIP luminaries as Alan Sked and Michael 
Holmes. 

But however imperfect this book, it 
is (unless and until superseded by a less 
biased account - preferably by someone 
unconnected with UKIP) essential read- 
ing for anybody who seeks to understand 
the rise of the only minor party in modern 
times that has successfully challenged the 
British political establishment, albeit in the 
very arena — Europe - that UKIP was once 
pledged to eschew altogether. Sadly, the one 
lasting impression gained from this book is 
that UKIP has suffered a history of vicious 
infighting that no other British party, not 
even the old National Front, could possibly 
equal. 

It is unfortunate, to say the least, that 
Mr Daniel disingenuously attempts to por- 
tray himself as a semi-detached observer of 
the UKIP scene. While admitting that he 
was once employed by UKIP on a tempo- 
rary contract, he states “I have never been 
a party member”. In fact, he was UKIP 
parliamentary candidate for Exeter at the 
last general election. Nor does he reveal 
that ‘Mark Daniel’ is the nom-de-plume 
of Mark Fitzgeorge-Parker, the details of 
whose chequered past career were given 
in Waugh’s Telegraph review, and may be 
found by anybody who cares to spend a few 
moments ‘Googling’ on the internet. 

The Kilroy phenomenon is dealt with 
in minute detail. I have no doubt whatso- 
ever that Robert Kilroy-Silk was always 
destined to prove impossible to work with 
and that those who believe otherwise (eg, 
his colleagues in the now-moribund Ver- 
itas party) are seriously deluding them- 
selves. What fascinates me is the fact that 
even UKIP supporters who are anxious to 
dissociate themselves from BNP-style ‘rac- 
ism’ rushed to embrace a man whose recent 
public pronouncements included “Scots are 
British, Geordies are British but Pakistanis 
are not. They're Pakistanis!” and “Let the 


Paras herd the immigrants off to Dover 
where they are dumped on a secure slow 
boat to — wherever”. 

In an age when astute politicians even 
of the far Right keep half an eye on the tyr- 
anny of political correctness, it is difficult to 
imagine even the BNP’s Nick Griffin using 
similar phraseology. Nevertheless, UKIP 
welcomed the bombastic Kilroy into their 
ranks, and their success in the 2004 Euro- 
pean elections has frequently been attrib- 
uted, in part, to his influence. His dismal 
failure to make subsequent progress under 
the now discarded Veritas banner might 
suggest otherwise, but in fairness it must be 
allowed that by the time of the 2005 general 
election the Kilroy currency had become 
fatally debased, even among the politically 
apathetic British electorate. 

My own view is that the PR system now 
employed in the European elections virtu- 
ally guarantees significant representation 
for some or other party of the populist 
Right. It could have been the BNP, but in 
the event it was UKIP. Some have detected 
the hidden hand of conspiracy behind that 
outcome. I would go no further than to say 
that I have always suspected the motives 
behind the temporary ‘good press’ given 
to UKIP at the expense of the Tories. No 
doubt we shall never learn the truth. 

The blow-by-blow details of Kilroy’s 
rupture with UKIP will remain of interest 
as long as the party continues to suffer the 
fallout from its involvement with the per- 
ma-tanned ‘celeb’. Daniel is unable to offer 
an answer to one enigma; how it was that 
the mercurial Paul Sykes could on the one 
hand threaten to withdraw his substantial 
financial support from UKIP unless Kilroy 
was enthroned as its leader and, in the next 
breath, withdraw that support anyway, on 
account of Kilroy’s conference exhortation 
to ‘kill the Tories’? Perhaps the simple ex- 
planation is that Sykes had already decided 
to switch his support to the Tories and was 
simply looking for any excuse to duck out. 

Chapter 13 consists of a recital of alleg- 
edly ‘racist’, ‘homophobic’ etc statements 
made by senior UKIP members accompa- 
nied by, not so mucha refutation as an unar- 
gued denial that the statements complained 
of are racist or homophobic at all. My own 
view is that, judged by the PC standards of 
the modern media, the authors of the state- 
ments are guilty as charged on all counts. 

Like other centre-Left, younger mem- 
bers of UKIP, Mr Daniel appears to live ina 
world of denial regarding UKIP’s perceived 
and actual place in the political spectrum. 
While the Guardian’s claim that UKIP 
members are “the BNP in blazers” is merely 
trite, there is no doubt that many rank-and- 
file UKIP members fall well to the Right of 
today’s official Tory position and that most 
can be accurately characterised as ‘angry 
old men who dislike modern Britain’. A 
UKIP chairman at a meeting I attended 
said “the only way to motivate young peo- 
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ple is to cut off their supply of lager and 
curry”. To be fair to the author, he does give 
a number of similar examples of typical 
UKIP curmudgeonliness. 

A few points for the attention of Mr 
Daniel. The members of the old Liberal 
Party, whose “name, clothes and voters” 
were indeed taken by the Lib Dems were, 
with a few honourable exception, Eurofa- 
natics, not anti-EU as he mistakenly states. 
Sir Oswald Mosley’s name is spelt thus, and 
not ‘Moseley’, and ‘equity’ means fairness, 
not equality. 

In his last couple of chapters Daniel re- 
turns to portentousness polemicism, larded 
with a dash of schoolboy history in the 
form of a bizarre diversion on ‘rotten bor- 
oughs’ and the Great Reform Act of 1832. 
Possibly he genuinely believes that his per- 
sonal views are of outstanding interest to 
us; perhaps he just ran out of UKIP history 
and needed to pad out his book with waf- 
fle. Who knows? But more to the point; how 
many people care? 

The years leading up to the next Eu- 
ropean election will be crucial in deter- 
mining whether UKIP can hold on to the 
ground they have won, let alone make fur- 
ther progress. The confidence-sapping facts 
set out by Mr Daniel reinforce my opinion 
that they will need to do a good deal better 
than they have so far. Union Jack waistcoat- 
wearing nuttiness is not an option. QO 


Michael Keith Smith was UKIP candidate 
for Portsmouth North at the 2005 
General Election 


Paradoxes of Power: 


Reflections on the Thatcher 
Interlude 


Alfred Sherman, Imprint Academic, 
Exeter, 2005, pb, 184 pps, £14.95 


Reviewed by Angela Ellis-Jones 


‘Thinking the unthinkable’ has become a 
familiar expression. It was coined by Sir 
Alfred Sherman, who can justly claim to 
be the eminence grise behind what he calls 
“the Thatcher interlude”. In this book he 
gives valuable insights into the successes 
and failures of Thatcherism, together with 
an account of the part he played. 

Born in 1919 into an East End Jewish 
family that had escaped from the Russian 
Empire, the author became a communist 
and fought in the Spanish Civil War. A post- 
war stint as the Observer's correspondent in 
Belgrade made him realise that a command 
economy was*no more rational than the 
supposed ‘anarchy’ of the free market. 

Sherman’s entreé into Conservative 
politics came when, in 1969-70, he drafted 
several speeches for Sir Keith Joseph, which 
argued for less government intervention 
and more reliance on market forces. With 
the fall of the Heath government in 1974, 
Joseph established a think-tank, the Centre 


for Policy Studies (CPS), and invited Sher- 
man to become its director. 

His communist past was not totally 
wasted: “As a communist, I learned to think 
big, to believe that, aligned with the forces 
of history, a handful of people with suffi- 
cient faith could move mountains”. 

It was Sherman who drafted Sir Keith’s 
Edgbaston speech, delivered in October 
1974, in which he stressed that the family 
and civilised values are the foundation on 
which the nation and its economy are built; 
economics is not enough. The speech fa- 
mously made the point that “a high and ris- 
ing proportion of children are being born 
to mothers least fitted to bring children into 
the world and bring them up”. This was an 
important and true observation. 

However, a democracy cannot bear to 
hear the truth about itself. Sir Keith’s com- 
ments were misrepresented by the press, 
which had one fortunate and one unfortu- 
nate consequence. The fortunate one was 
that this tortured soul did not stand for 
the party leadership. The unfortunate one 
was that this subject, like immigration af- 
ter Enoch Powell’s famous speech in 1968, 
was censored from political debate — until 
both widespread family breakdown and 
mass immigration required that they be 
addressed. 

Sir Keith’s colleague in founding the 
CPS was Margaret Thatcher. When she 
was leader of the Opposition, Sherman was 
one of a team that worked on her speeches. 
Thatcher's time in opposition was not easy; 
“She was under continuous attack - open 
and veiled, direct and indirect - from in- 
side the party no less than outside, where 
she was subjected to sniping from the gov- 
ernment and the media’. 

Throughout this time, and in Thatcher’s 
first term of government, Sherman was a 
constant source of ideas, advice and sup- 
port. Yet in 1983 he was “summarily dis- 
missed from the CPS and blacklisted. [Mrs 
Thatcher] was under pressure to get rid of 
me from a coalition, including grandees, 
ministers and other late-arriving hitch- 
hikers on the Thatcher bandwagon”. He 
was rewarded with the consolation of a 
well-deserved knighthood. 

Why did the Thatcher governments 
not achieve more? Sir Alfred considers 
that “Against us was ranged not only the 
majority of the cabinet, party hierarchies, 
the CRD and the nomenklatura, but also 
the civil service, large sections of the me- 
dia and economic vested interests on both 
sides of industry and beyond”. Unfortu- 
nately, there are in this world so few peo- 
ple with both the intellectual clarity to see 
what needs to be done and the moral cour- 
age and determination to force through 
change. They are greatly outnumbered by 
the stick-in-the-muds, the timeservers and 
the people-pleasers. 

Sir Alfred Sherman helped to unleash 
a flood of ideas into, and so revive, a party 


that was becoming both intellectually and 
politically moribund. With the replacement 
of Thatcher by the dullard Major, the role of 
ideas in politics, the interest of politics, and 
the electoral success of the Conservative 
Party sharply declined. The further they 
recede, the more the Thatcher years look 
like a mere interlude, an oasis in a desert of 
political incompetence. Far from distanc- 
ing itself from the legacy of Thatcherism, 
today’s Conservative party needs to redis- 
cover the exciting involvement with ideas 
that characterised the party in the mid-70s, 
and which propelled it to power in 1979. 


Angela Ellis-Jones is a contributing editor 
to Right Now 


The Rise of Political Lying 
Peter Oborne, The Free Press, London, 
2005, pb, 317pps, £7.99 


Reviewed by Hadrian Wise 


Why don’t we trust politicians any more? 
Are we too cynical? Do the media demand 
impossible standards? Have politics be- 
come too bland, anodyne, and uninspir- 
ing? 

Peter Oborne believes the real problem 
is that politicians, New Labour in particu- 
lar, regularly lie. Gradually acquired dur- 
ing the years of opposition, the habit of 
deception was the Labour Party’s response 
to hostile and unfair coverage in the press: 
if only they could manipulate the press in 
their favour before the press could manipu- 
late the public against them, they could win 
power again, and use it to do what they saw 
as good. 

Unfortunately, as Oborne sets out in 
some detail, the habit persists even now 
New Labour has won. It has in fact got 
worse. On top of the repeated announce- 
ments of ‘new’ or ‘extra’ money for this and 
that, the indignant denials of allegations 
never actually made, the demonization of 
political opponents, the fishy anecdotes 
about Tony Blair’s past, and bizarre fabrica- 
tions such as the trailing of the new sport of 
‘Surfball’, which was to have been a feature 
of the Millennium Dome but existed only 
as a name, we now have blatant, downright 
lies too. 

Oborne gives a whole chapter to the 
government's lies about the Iraqi war; there 
isn’t space to list them all, but as an exam- 
ple, take Blair’s assertion on 3rd April 2002 
on NBC News that “we know [Saddam] has 
stockpiles of major amounts of chemical 
and biological weapons”, which conflicts 
with the J.I.C.’s assessment on 15th March 
the same year that “he may have hidden 
small quantities of agents and weapons” 
(my italics). Or take Blair’s assurance to 
the House of Commons on 19th March 
2003 that “[Saddam] will be responsible for 
many, many more deaths even in one year 
than we will be in any conflict”: even on a 
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conservative estimate of 15,000 deaths 
resulting from the war, this statement 
is patently untrue when Saddam’s recent 
form, according to Amnesty International, 
had been “scores” of victims in 2002 and 
2001 and “hundreds” in 2000 - Blair must 
have realised the war would kill more than 
a few hundred. 

Then there was Downing Street’s re- 
joinder to the famous Andrew Gilligan 
broadcast on 29th May 2003, issued just 
90 minutes later, that “Not one word of the 
[September] dossier was not entirely the 
work of the intelligence agencies,” which 
was soon disproved when the Hutton In- 
quiry revealed Downing Street’s involve- 
ment in preparing that very dossier. 

Oborne has many more examples of 
New Labour's lies, about Iraq and other 
matters, and proves the deceitfulness of the 
regime patiently, thoroughly, clearly, and 
cogently. He is less convincing, however, 
in trying to make out that the New Labour 
and to a lesser extent Major governments 
are much more deceitful than previous 
ones. Margaret Thatcher, he says, lied only 
twice, over the Belgrano and over West- 
land, but as Oborne says himself, lying isn’t 
the only form of deception. What about 
unemployment statistics? Ted Heath mis- 
led the public over the EU, Harolds Wilson 
and Macmillan were notoriously cunning 
and slippery, Eden lied about Suez, and 
Churchill was economical with the truth 
throughout the Second World War. Is New 
Labour really so different? 

Probably, yes, not because it’s more de- 
ceptive (although it may be), but because its 
attitude to deceit is different. Past govern- 
ments saw deceit as a necessary evil when 
something big was at stake. For New La- 
bour, deceit is, as Oborne characterises it, 
the natural approach to “post-democratic” 
politics. Quoting Colin Crouch (p 123) 
on the artificiality and characterlessness 
of contemporary political discourse, he 
observes how quaint and odd _ political 
broadcasts from the 1950s seem to us now, 
precisely because they were using the ordi- 
nary language of intelligent conversation 
without trying to smother idiosyncrasies 
with bland, media-friendly, ‘gaffe’-free ro- 
botics. Today’s politicians, by contrast, as- 
siduously avoid both ordinary rational dis- 
cussion and personal peculiarity, any kind 
of commitment, to make their statements 
impossible to challenge. This, the art of 
PR, is fundamentally deceptive, and also, 
of course, New Labour’s speciality, so much 
so it seems to have become an end in itself 
— perhaps not surprisingly, since anybody 
who conceals his purposes all the time risks 
their atrophying. The image or ‘narrative’ 
then becomes the real self, the greater truth, 
and any actual, specific lies that contribute 
to the image become in a higher sense true 
— hence New Labour’s strange combination 
of indignation at unproven accusations of 


lying and blithe unconcern when false- 
hoods are exposed. 

New Labour has an identity crisis simi- 
lar to that outlined by R D Laing in The 
Divided Self, where the real self is insulated 
from the outside world and dies, and a fake 
self takes over without any inner drive to 
guide it. The lies, never admitted as lies, are 
a symptom analogous to the delusions of a 
schizophrenic. Oborne has described this 
symptom compellingly, but has he mistak- 
en it for the disease? 

Hadrian Wise is a freelance writer 


Thirty Years of Research 
on Race Differences in 


Cognitive Ability 

J Philippe Rushton & Arthur R Jensen, 
in Psychology, Public Policy, and Law, 
vol 11, Number 2, June 2005, with 


commentaries from R J Sternberg, 
RE Nisbett, L S Gottfredson et al 


Reviewed by Leslie Jones 


Helvétius taught that all intellects are equal 
and that uniform education would reduce 
the variation in ability to a minimum. 
As JL Talmon observes in The Origins of 
Totalitarian Democracy, this facile theory 
was seized on by revolutionary egalitarians 
such as Buonarroti. 

The London School of Psychology, in 
stark contrast, emphasises inborn differences 
of mental ability between both individuals 
and races. The doyen of this school is Arthur 
Jensen, author of the seminal 1969 article 
‘How much can we boost IQ and scholastic 
achievement?’ Another distinguished mem- 
ber is J Philippe Rushton. His book Race, 
Evolution, and Behaviour is avowedly in 
the London School tradition. The latter 
is a powerful combination of behavioural 
genetics, evolutionary biology, neuroscience 
and psychometrics. 

In their new joint paper, Rushton and 
Jensen review over three decades of scientific 
evidence on race differences in intelligence. 
They conclude that it overwhelmingly 
demonstrates the influence of genetic 
factors. One compelling piece of evidence 
they adduce is the average differences in 
reaction times between blacks, whites and 
east Asians. Whereas conventional IQ tests 
could hypothetically be biased against 
certain groups, a reaction time is a culture- 
free cognitive measure. 

Regression effects are a no less persuasive 
item of evidence. IQ scores regress towards 
the average for a given population. Black 
average IQ is lower than white. Black 
American students from families with 
incomes of $80,000 to $100,000 accordingly 
score much lower on the SAT than white 
students from families with incomes of only 
$20,000 to $30,000. The law of reversion to 
the mean was enunciated by Francis Galton, 
the founder of the London School. 


Yet judging from the four commentaries 
appended to Rushton and Jensen’s target 
paper, we are as far away as ever from a 
scientific consensus on race differences. 
Indicatively, only one of these commentaries 
is favourable to its conclusions, namely that 
of Linda Gottfredson. Professor Gottfredson, 
as Richard Lynn remarks in The Science of 
Human Diversity, is a sociologist who has 
broken ranks by recognising the significance 
of racial differences in intelligence. 

Many social scientists do not even accept 
the validity of the race concept qua biology. 
Thus, Lisa Suzuki and Joshua Aronson assert 
in their commentary that race is as much a 
social category as a biological one. Even the 
dimensions of the black-white gap in average 
IQ, which Rushton and Jensen say is not in 
itself a matter of empirical dispute, are called 
into question by Richard E Nisbett. He claims 
that this gap has been reduced from fifteen 
to approximately ten IQ points (a claim 
that is completely rejected by Gottfredson). 
According to Nisbett, the convergence of 
black and white IQ completely invalidates 
Rushton and Jensen’s conclusions. 

Whence this polarisation of opinion on 
race? Professor Gottfredson puts her finger 
on one reason. She points out that research 
on population differences in intelligence is 
almost always evaluated according to moral 
rather than scientific criteria. Witness Robert 
J Sternberg who demands indignantly 
“What good is research of the kind done by 
Rushton and Jensen supposed to achieve?” 

As Professors Rushton and Jensen 
observe, the naturalistic fallacy identified 
by David Hume has its converse in the 
moralistic fallacy. The latter fallacy occurs 
when commentators infer what is from what 
they think ought to be. In an ideal world, 
they reason, races would be inherently equal 
- ergo they are equal. 

But there is another reason why some 
social scientists refuse to acknowledge 
the genetic basis of race differences in 
intelligence. Robert J Sternberg refers 
to this particular reason in his grudging 
contribution to the special edition of 
Intelligence devoted to Professor Jensen's 
achievements. Professor Sternberg argues 
therein that scientists enforce conformity in 
their various disciplines through training, 
publications, grants and book reviews. To 
put it bluntly, an academic who at the outset 
of his career openly endorsed Jensenism 
(defined in Random House Webster's 
Unabridged Dictionary as “the theory that 
an individual's IQ is largely due to heredity, 
including racial heritage”) would be 
committing professional suicide. 

In An American Dilemma, published 
in 1944, Gunnar Myrdal blamed low negro 
standards in education on white prejudice 
and discrimination. Little has changed in that 
respect (see “Bored by chalk faces’, RN! 49). 
As Rushton and Jensen opine, what is needed 
is less moralistic fallacy, more race realism. 

Leslie Jones is an historian and author 
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fhe Life of 
ENOCH POWELL 
by Simon s1MON HEFFER 
Heffer. 
Enoch Powell was one of the most loved 
- and hated - of modern British politicians. 
His was a life whose range and emotional 
intensity are still barely understood. This 
massive, definitive biography is the only 
one for which Powell specifically granted 
interviews, and is the first to draw on his 
private archive. 1,024pp, pb, illustrated. 
UK Price: £12.95, inc. p&p. (Was £16.95) 


Overseas customers add £2.50 (sent surface mail) 
@ Please send me copies 
Standardbearers 
British Roots of the New Right 
A splendid collection of essays on twenty 
people - writers, visionaries and statesmen 


- who helped to shape the modern British 
radical Right. 176pp, pb. 


UK Price: £8.95, inc. p&p. 


Overseas customers please add £1.00 
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The Camp of the Saints 
by Jean Raspail 


The latest authorised English-language 
edition of Raspail’s prophetic novel about 
the consequences of unlimited immigration: 
the destruction of Europe. 316pp, pb. 


UK Price: £10.00, inc. p&p. 


Overseas customers please add £1.00 


@ Please send me copies 


Political Correctness and 


the Theoretical Struggle 

by Frank Ellis 

Academic and outspoken writer Frank Ellis 

traces the roots of political correctness in 

Bolshevism, in a coruscating book packed 

with original research and fascinating 

insights. 86pps, pb, illustrated. 

UK price: £10.00 inc p&p. 


Overseas customers please add £1.00 
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copies 


To obtain these books enter the 
quantity required in the appropriate 
box above, and complete the form to 
the right. 
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“How few men are 


strong enough to stand 

against the prevailing 

currents of opinion ... 
Be prepared to stand up 
faithfully for Right and 
Truth, however the wind 


may blow”. 


Winston Churchill 


COUNT THEM OUT 


Just how many illegal immigrants are there in Britain? 
This is the question that Blair was asked 20 times on 
Newsnight just before the election — and to which he 
lied, equivocated, blustered, squirmed and dissembled. 
The official Home Office figure, it now turns out, is 
around 500,000 but this is, of course, a Labour lie. 

Earlier this year Spain offered an amnesty to 
people living and working there illegally: they received 
700,000 applications, and it is estimated that only 
around 75% of those eligible applied. Many were 
either too distrustful of the authorities or simply didn’t 
know about it, as they didn’t speak Spanish. You also 
need to remember that the criteria for eligibility were 
very strictly drawn: immigrants had to be living there 

(with proof of residency) for at least six months, they 
had to have no criminal record, and on top of 
that they had to have a work contract lasting 
for at least another six months. Considering 

that the majority of illegals work for cash in 
hand without a contract and/or have only 
temporary jobs, the true figure for illegal 
immigrants is obviously much, much higher. 
Furthermore, given that only those actually 
working could apply for an amnesty, the figure 
of 700,000 doesn't take into account non- 
working wives and children. 
Now consider the likely figure for 
Britain. Is it likely to be lower than that 
of Spain? Hardly. On the contrary, 
since the number of asylum seekers 
consistently shows that more come 
to Britain than go to Spain, and 
also taking into account that the 

British economy is much stronger 

than Spain’s - and therefore the 
number of jobs available is much 
greater - we can safely conclude that 
the number of illegals in Britain is far 
greater than that in Spain. Taking 
everything into consideration I 
believe the true figure is at least two 

million. 

Before you pooh-pooh this estimate, remember 
that last year a Home Office official was forced to 
admit in court that immigration could be six times 
higher than official figures indicated. Remember also 
that every year over 12 million non-EU visitors arrive 
here; how many leave? Even if only 2% remain here 
illegally, it would only take about eight years to reach 
the two million figure. And that’s not counting all 
those entering illegally, or the hundreds of thousands 
of bogus asylum seekers. I honestly believe that my 
estimate of two million is actually an underestimate, 
but I don't want to be accused of scaremongering. 

Since nobody, other than far-Left loonies, publicly 
condones those who break the law by coming or 
remaining here illegally, this should be the first group to 
be rounded up and deported. Police and immigration 
officers know exactly where to find these people, but at 
the moment it is not worth their while doing so since 
the government is failing to meet its own — pathetically 
weak - deportation targets. Indeed, the number of 
people being deported is actually falling. It is time 
the public was alerted to the scale of the problem, in 
order to begin to shake them out of their lethargy. A 
campaign to deport all those here illegally would be 
difficult for the far-Left to oppose, and I therefore offer 


this as advice to any sensible, patriotic party out there. 
As for a slogan, how about “Deport the two million 
illegals!’? 

Editor’s Note: An interesting discussion of immigration 
into Spain appears in the September 2005 issue of 
American Renaissance. For ordering information, see 
www.AmRen.com 


‘CONDUCIVE TO THE PUBLIC 
GOOD’? 


Talking of deportation, I notice that the government is 
finally promising to take tough action against Muslim 
clerics and the like deemed to be ‘preachers of hate’. Well, 
we shall see, but at least ‘sheikh’ Omar Bakri Mohammed 
has been told he will not be allowed to return to Britain. 
The interesting point is that initially we were told by the 
government that they had no power to ban him, but in 
response to the public outrage they suddenly realised 
that, yes, they could after all, as his presence was “not 
conducive to the public good”. The government has 
also suggested stripping British citizenship from those 
granted it if they support or encourage terrorism. These 
are fine proposals - although I sincerely doubt that 
they will be fully applied - and now that they are in 
the public arena and cannot be described as ‘racist’ we 
can use them to promote a campaign to begin to take 
effective action against other non-Britons who are ‘not 
conducive to the public good’ 

My second piece of advice to any sensible, patriotic 
party out there (I’m in a generous mood today) is 
therefore to campaign against foreign-born criminals. 
I realise that many readers would want to go further, 
but politics is the art of the possible, and good politics 
is also being able to judge the public mood and seize an 
opportunity. The public mood has shifted significantly 
since the London bombings, but if we try to go too far 
we will lose credibility and achieve nothing. Instead, 
a campaign to deport all non-native criminals would 
be difficult for the establishment to oppose, and would 
certainly be well-received by the public. We should 
highlight that the government is able to deport those 
who are not conducive to the public good and ask 
how criminals are good for Britain. By contrasting our 
proposals with those of the government, and showing 
that we are simply proposing a logical and sensible 
extension of existing powers and policy, we will appear 
sensible, moderate and reasonable rather than extreme 
and prejudiced. 

A campaign based on these two proposals 
~ deporting the two million who are here illegally 
and those who commit crimes - would be difficult 
for our opponents to attack and would appeal to the 
majority of the public (including decent, law-abiding 
immigrants). We have an opportunity coming up at 
the local elections next May. Let's not waste it. 


STUPID MEN AND FEMINIST 
WOMEN 


It never ceases to amaze me how naive many men are. 
They have no idea of the loathing and contempt which 
some ‘feminist’ women have for men, nor how much 
those women have ruined society and the quality of life 
for everyone (including most women). Occasionally 
the pennies drop from their eyes and they wake up to 
reality with a start. A case in point is Michael Buerk, 
the BBC newsreader, who recently attacked the way 
“life is now being lived according to women's rules’, 
and the way “that women increasingly set the agenda 
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in business, in politics, in the media, in society at large, 
that women’s values are now considered superior to 
men’s values’. 

There is no doubt Michael Buerk is right. Some 
female journalists (usually the mothers of sons) can see 
the problem. Writing in The Times, Janice Turner states 
“[girls] triumph in an exam system of prettily presented 
coursework created to favour them... Friends tell me 
their sons complain that their teachers do not like 
them: why are they so loud, why do they race around? 
Can't they just stand and chat like girls? In a feminised 
culture, boys are deviants”. The highly respected former 
director-general of the BBC, Alisdair Milne, last 
October complained that the dominance of women in 
senior positions at the BBC — had resulted in “terrible” 
programmes that were “dumb, dumb, dumb”. 

If programmes were just dumb, I wouldn't be too 
bothered as I rarely watch the box anyway. The problem 
is that some programmes and advertising are spiteful, 
demeaning, bilious attacks on men. Buerk correctly 
complains that “men are continually portrayed in 
adverts, drama and sitcoms as clueless and idiotic”; 
even some female journalists admit that there is an 
“unpleasant reverse sexism of men being portrayed as 
slightly pathetic creatures in popular culture”. This is 
a serious understatement. Recent programmes have 
revealed just how deeply some feminists despise men 
and want to degrade them. Programmes such as The 
Honey Trap, or the BBC’s Bring Your Husband to Heel 
have set out to humiliate men and to portray them 
as laughing stocks, mere objects of derision for the 
‘superior’ female sex. 

Women who are successful in the public sector 
or the media have often not triumphed as a result 
of ability but discrimination. There is a culture of 
misandry and female bias which allows mediocre 
women to rise to the top in these organisations. It’s 
no surprise that in commercial organisations which 
cannot afford to over-promote dumb harridans simply 
to meet political quotas, very few women achieve any 
real measure of success. Feminists always come up 
with the same specious arguments such as ‘there are 
very few women MPs; but what do they need women 
MPs for when most male MPs are such brainwashed, 
browbeaten, intimidated, appeasing fools? It was a 
male-dominated parliament which introduced the 
moronic Sex Discrimination Act, and set up such vile 
bodies as the Equal Opportunities Commission and 
the Child Support Agency. 

Not that men in the media are generally much 
better. As The Times recently reported, “John Webster, 
who has created several of Britain’s best-loved 
commercials, confirms that it is always best to laugh at 
men while ‘it’s pretty dangerous to poke fun at women”. 
What a pathetic coward. And don’t get me started on 
the male judges who award millions of pounds to 
women in divorce settlements and don't allow fathers 
to see their children! 

If you do not recognise the appalling level of anti- 
male bias and feminist hatred for men that there is in 
society than perhaps you should read the recently- 
published Spreading Misandry: The Teaching of 
Contempt for Men in Popular Culture, which confirms 
that “misandry has become so deeply embedded 
in our culture that few people — including men 
— even recognise it”. Or visit a website such as www. 
standyourground.com/forum where the problems are 
honestly discussed. Even some women are prepared to 
admit the problem. The authoress Fay Weldon confirms 
that “women rule the media and education, and this is 


very serious because they influence how people think 
and behave. Buerk has a point. He’s a dinosaur, but he’s 
a wise old dinosaur. Men are being undermined”. 

So what is to be done? A new book, The Future of 
Men, contains a lot of drivel, but it does rightly say that 
“mans greatest battle is ... against the inertia that falsely 
tells him that he’s on top and will always be on top. 
It's against the false sense of security that what always 
has been will always be”. Quite so. The first thing men 
must do is wake up to the war of the sexes that is going 
on. Unless you fight you will certainly lose: if there 
is a women-only facility in your area make a formal 
complaint and then turn up, force your way in and 
refuse to leave (in Devon a women-only swimming 
session was forced to close after a man protested). 
Speak out constantly against feminism. Prevent 
women from being unfairly promoted at work if you 
are able. Only vote for political parties that recognise 
the proper roles of men and women. Join a group such 
as ManKind (www.mankind.org.uk). 

Whatever you do make sure you fight every day so 
that when your children ask you ‘what did you do in 
the great sex war Daddy?’ you can answer with pride. 


Right then and Right Now! 
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Sir, 

Government officials and 

the mass media have been 
simulating horrified surprise 
that the London bomb outrages 
were apparently the work 

of ‘home-grown terrorists. 
Terrorism of this kind has 
never grown from the native 
population of this country; it 
has to be imported. Muslim 
extremism is an ineradicable 
and sizeable element of the 
immigrant population, thus 
disabling our politically correct 
security services. How, for 
example, does one identify or 
avoid the potential suicide- 
bomber on the ‘multicultural’ 
bus or Underground train? 
Does anyone imagine we could 
have won the last war with 
several million recent German 
immigrants crowding our 
towns and cities, and infiltrating 
officialdom and the mass 
media? 

Desperate attempts by 
officialdom and the mass 
media to dissociate anti- 
British hostility from the . 
Muslim population as a whole 
are doomed to fail. All of 
history testifies to the inherent 
instability and violent disorders 
of ‘multicultural’ populations, so 
the British public is paying the 
inevitable price of unrealistic 
liberal conceits. And note the 
delicious irony that Guardian- 
speak routinely attributes 
inter-tribal African massacres 
to the arbitrary pseudo-national 
boundaries imposed by former 
colonial powers. Pseudo- 
nationality is indeed the root 
of the problem, as Londoners 
are learning to their cost in 
these opening skirmishes of the 
ultimate civil war. 

F Johnson 
Louth, Lincolnshire 


Sir, 

I agree with Jenny Cochrane 
(Letters, RN 52) that there 

are many schools of thought 
which contributed to the 

EU project. People got on 
board the European train, to 
use a favourite metaphor of 
Europhiles, because it was 
going some way towards the 
destination they desired. There 
is a German expression in the 
same context, which is rarely 
quoted: “Die Weichen sind 
gestellt” (the points are set). 
My working life was spent in the 


"It is by benefit of letters that 
absent friends are, in a manner, 
brought together.” 

— Seneca 


Write to: The Editor, Right NOW! 
Box 361, 78 Marylebone High Street, London, W1U 5AP. 
or e-mail: letters@right-now.org 
The editor regrets that he cannot answer all correspondence 


animal feedstuffs industry and 
it took me years to discover the 
ideology behind the Common 
Agricultural Policy. It was 

so detailed and fully formed 
that it could not possibly have 
sprung into being of itself in 
two or three years after the re- 
foundation of the EEC. 

I found the answer from 
works by Darré (Reich Farmers’ 
leader) and Funk (Reich 
Economics Minister and 
President of the Reichsbank, in 
charge of postwar planning). 

It was exactly their model, the 
philosophy of a state-directed 
economy where commodity 
prices were guaranteed by inter- 
state treaties with the aim of 
autarky within the European 
Lebensraum - a word freely used 
today in German geopolitical/ 
ethno-geographic discourse. 

The postwar EEC’s biggest 
project by far was based solidly 
on fascist/nazi foundations. 
Perhaps this was not surprising, 
as the majority of civil servants 
and diplomats involved in 
the post war resurrection 
of the European Economic 
Community were participants 
and collaborators in the original 
project. For modern updated 
reports by independent German 
journalists, please refer to www. 
freenations.freeuk.com 

I fully accept Dr John Oddy’s 
comments on the Spanish Civil 
War, a subject to which my brief 
mention could not possibly 
do justice. I was drawing 
attention to Spaak’s conduct 
rather than to the war itself. As 
later quotations established, 
Spaak not only ratted on his 
Spanish socialist comrades but 
actually established a form of 
authoritarian national socialism 
in pre-war Belgium. 

Edward Spalton, 
Etwall, Derbyshire 


Sir, 
Oliver Haiste presented an 
accurate and fair view of 
voluntary euthanasia in RN 
52. Not so long ago, I sat 
at my mother’s bedside as 
she died. She had suffered 
multiple strokes and contracted 
pneumonia. Her suffering 
was prolonged. The following 
year, my father died, following 
surgery for prostate cancer. To 
watch loved ones suffer slow, 
agonising deaths is a traumatic 
experience. I immediately 
joined the Voluntary Euthanasia 
Society and took part in many 
debates on the subject. Those 
having a similar experience 
to my own supported VE, 
those who had not opposed on 
ethical grounds and my local 
vicar opposed on the grounds 
that “suffering was God's way 
of preparing us for the next 
life, it strengthens us”. Our 
politicians have always funked 
this issue as they do many 
others; there are few votes in 
voluntary euthanasia. A living 
will should be recognised as 
a legal document. The Dutch 
have shown that a system of 
voluntary euthanasia can be 
introduced with all of the 
necessary safeguards. If you 
don't support it that’s fine, but 
do not impose your will on me, 
and allow me the right to die in 
dignity at a time of my choosing 
and not yours. 
Paul Rhodes 
London, SW19 


Sir, 

David Ashton’s suggestion 
(Books, RN 52) that Russian 
espionage possibly took a 
wartime interest in Harold 
Wilson may lend credence 
to the late Dr Kitty Little's 
otherwise uncorroborated 
“recollection” of his stated 


ambition, at the pre-war 
University Labour Club, to 
become a communist premier. 
(She also mentioned nazis in 
Oxford at that time.) 

Wilson pointedly claimed 
later that he left “all those 
Marxist public school products” 
during his first term for the 
Liberal student group, but 
after graduation he accelerated 
upwards as a Labour Party 
member, and economics don, 
into war work in London. 

In 1940, the German Security 
Office blacklisted 2,820 
important “anti-fascists” in 
Britain, mostly recognisable 
today despite a few spelling and 
location errors. Among them, 
one “H. J. Wilson” of Barnstaple 
Mansions in London interested 
the German Economic and 
Political Counter-Espionage 
Section. If this person was not 
our aspiring civil servant from 
Colne Valley, already called 
Harold rather than James, who 
was it? Could the Gestapo file 
on him have survived Allied 
bombing and Soviet search? 


What do readers think? 
N Bottomley, 
Belper, Derbyshire 
Sir, 


Steve Green, the head of 
Nottinghamshire Police, has 
spent £2,000 on 20,000 ribbons 
for a “Good Faith Green 
Ribbon” campaign. This is 

so that his officers (no doubt 
effectively compelled) and the 
public can express solidarity 
with Muslims. 

Can we now expect the 
Muslims in this country to 
reciprocate by wearing a symbol 
to express solidarity with the 
police, the legal system and 
the British public and their 
allegiance to Britain? I suggest 
the Union Jack with its Cross. 

Clark Cross, 
Linlithgow 


Sir, 

Please find attached an end-of 
year RE exam set for 12 year 
olds at Spalding Gramar School 
for the year 2004/2005. which 
was set by the school, presum- 
ably in agreement with the 
education authorities. Analysis 
of this paper shows that the 
multi-choice questions are com- 
prised of seven on religious lan- 
guage, nine on world religions, 
15 specifically on Islam, ten on 
festivals and nine specifically on 


26 


Right Now! September/October 2005 


Tuesday, 13 September 2005, from 7pm, Swinton Circle Late Summer 
Buffet, Parliament Room, The Clarence, 53 Whitehall, London SW1, £15 
per person. Speaker: Simon Heffer. Contact: Swinton Circle, PO Box 
29208, London SE8 3ZU (cheques made payable to Swinton Circle) 
Thursday, 22 September 2005, from 10am, Galton Institute seminar 
on ‘Genetic and Environmental Influences on Human Ability’ Free, but 
admission by ticket only. Royal Institution, Albemarle Street, London 
SW1. Contact: General Secretary, Galton Institute, 19 Northfields 
Prospect, London SW18 1PE. 

Tuesday, 11 October 2005, 12.30 p.m, Freedom Association City 
of London branch meeting, The Counting House pub, 50 Cornhill, 
London EC3 (free admission; there will be a voluntary collection at 
the meeting). Speaker: Ruth Lea, TFA Council Member, Director of the 
Centre for Policy Studies. Contact: Michael McGough, mobile 07979 
695 611, e-mail: michael.mcgough@lineone.net 

Saturday, 15 October 2005, from 1pm, Tough Talking from the 
Right readers’ meeting and buffet, Parliament Room, The Clarence, 
53 Whitehall, London SW1, £15 per person. Speaker: Ashley Mote, 
MEP. Contact: TTFTR, PO Box 29208, London SE8 3ZU (cheques made 
payable to Allan Robertson) 

Tuesday, 25 October 2005, from 7pm, Swinton Circle meeting, House 
of Lords, SW1. Speaker: Lord Stoddart of Swindon. Contact: Swinton 
Circle, PO Box 29208, London SE8 3ZU 

Tuesday, 22 November 2005, 12.30 pm, Freedom Association City 
of London branch meeting, The Counting House pub, 50 Cornhill, 
London EC3 (free admission; there will be a voluntary collection at the 
meeting). Talk by Lindsay Jenkins, investigative author and journalist. 
Contact: Michael McGough, mobile 07979 695 611, e-mail: michael. 
mcgough@lineone.net 


A lasting legacy 


Right Now! aims to recapture our civilisation from the enemies 
of the West. This is a long term project, and requires long term 
commitment from all involved. Central to such long term aims is 
lasting financial support. 


By remembering Right Now! in your will, you can ensure that the 
magazine can continue to expand and advance, even after you have 
gone. To find out more, please — 

Write to: Box 361, 78 Marylebone High Street, London, W1U 5AP 
Tel: (0845) 601 3243 + E-mail: administration@right-now.org 


FreedomrtTobay 


www.tfa.net 
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AT THE 2005 CONSERVATIVE PARTY CONFERENCE 


“THE WELFARE STATE WE’RE IN” 


James Bartholomew 
1.00 p.m. Tuesday 4 October 2005 


Regency Suite, Ruskin Hotel, 55-61 Albert Road, Blackpool FY! 4PW 
Free admission ~ Open to all ~ Cash bar 
The venue is outside the Conference Centre so Conference Passes are not required 


“WHY WE SHOULD LEAVE THE E.U.” 


Philip Davies MP 


who gained Shipley from Labour at the general election 


Christopher Gill 


Hon. Chairman of The Freedom Association 


1.00 p.m. Wednesday 5 October 2005 


Venue details as for Tuesday's meeting (see above) 


For more information please contact 
Vicki Stevens tel: 01746 861247 e-mail: mail@tfa.net 


‘Friends of Right Now!’ 


‘Friends of Right Now!’ recognise the unique position this magazine 
occupies on the Right, as Britain's most articulate ‘politically incorrect’ 
journal. But if Right Now! is to become really effective it must be more 
widely read, especially amongst the opinion-formers in society. 

This is where ‘Friends of Right Now!’ can help. By pledging to 
support the work of the magazine with regular donations they 
help us to reach an ever-wider audience. If you are interested in 
becoming a Friend, then contact us — without any obligation — for 
more information. 


Write to: Box 361, 78 Marylebone High Street, London, W1U 5AP 
Tel: (0845) 601 3243 + E-mail: administration@right-now.org 


Continued 


Christianity. Of the questions on 
Islam, five are concerned with 
faith. None of the questions on 
Christianity are on faith. There 
are no specific questions on any 
other religion. 

I was brought up to believe 
that Britain was primarily an 
Anglo-Saxon, English-speaking, 
Christian country. How come 
that the writers of this paper are 
so presdisposed towards Islam? 
Our young people are being 
brain-washed by people who 
have no pride in their country, 
its way of life or its traditions 
and beliefs. 

Since 30% of the questions 


are specifically on Islam, one 
must assume that a minimum 
of 30% of the year’s coursework 
was also on Islam (this has since 
been verbally confirmed to me 
by a student). I would suggest 
that all those responsible for set- 
ting the year’s course work for 
the exam should be sacked for 
their blatant bias towards Islam. 
I trust that this will be taken 
up by MPs who are keen to see 
a restoration of national identity 
and pride in our great country. 
Malcolm Bouchier, 
Louth, Lincolnshire 


Sir, 

Robert Henderson (RN 52) 
speaks of reinvigorating our de- 
mocracy. The Boundary Com- 


mission is currently reviewing 
the balance of constituencies 


for a representative democracy. 
Should the number of MPs or 
the number of votes for the 
party be the criticial factor? If 
the lobbying for proportional 
representation is to have any 
value, the number of votes for 
the party nationally must relate 
to the number of MPs elected 
for the party. The present 
impasse may be rectified by 
with astonishing ease, not by 
abandoning the first-past-the- 
post method of selection - since 
that is how the public identify 
the best candidate - but simply 
by counting the votes. 

The MP has a dual role - first 
as representative for his con- 
stituents and secondly as a party 
representative. This requires his 
voting power to be represented 
on the one hand as the member 


for a constituency by a single 
vote in the House, and on the 
other hand as a party member 
by a proportional ‘weight’ of 
vote, adjusted according to 
the number of votes received 
nationally by the party he rep- 
resents divided by the number 
of members actually elected for 
his party. This will produce a 
measured vote for party matters. 
The speaker will be required to 
determine whether the issue is 
a party matter by reference to 
the party manifesto. The party 
vote thus becomes faithfully re- 
corded in proportion to national 
support. The parties can hardly 
object to so becoming properly 
accountable. Who will now ar- 
gue against the measured vote? 
Beverley James Pyke, 
Alderney 
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This statue in Largo on the Fife 
coast commemorates local boy 
Alexander Selkirk (1676-1728), the 
harum-scarum son of a shoemaker 
who ran away to sea, and was put 
ashore on the deserted island of 
Juan Fernandez for breaches of 

ship's discipline. Here he lived alone 
for four years and four months until 
rescued by a privateer. The story of 
his experiences inspired Daniel Defoe 
to write Robinson Crusoe. 

Another famous local sailor was 
Sir Andrew Wood (who died in 1515), 
master of the Yellow Carvel, who was 
so averse to travelling over dry land 
that he had a special canal dug from 
his castle to the church, so that he 
could be rowed in state to his weekly 
devotions. 


Thumb through the index of almost any study of the Thatcher years and you 
will come across the name of Sir Alfred Sherman. In her memoirs Lady 
Thatcher herself pays tribute to Sherman’s ‘brilliance’, and the ‘force and 
clarity of his mind’. She credits him with a central role in her achievements, 
especially as Leader of the Opposition but also after she became PM. 


Born in 1919 in London’s East End, until 1948 Sherman was a Communist 


of iT and fought in the Spanish Civil War. But he ended up a free-market 
crusader. The book describes his relationship with Sir Keith Joseph and his 
role in the formation of the Centre for Policy Studies. Sherman examines 
Reflections on the the origins and development of ‘Thatcherism’, but concludes that the 
Thatcher Interlude ' Conservative administrations of the 1980s were, for the most part, an 
_ ‘interlude’ and that the post-war consensus remains largely unscathed — 
‘we are back to where we started’. 184 pp. (hbk.) £+4+95/4¢34-96 


These essays are highly relevant to the 


politics of today. Imprint Academic, PO Box 200 


Exeter, EX5 5YX, UK 
Tel: 01392 841600 
Email: sandra@imprint.co.uk 
imprint-academic.com 


To qualify for Right Now! prices 
(in red) quote RN 53. Add 
£1.00 per book for inland post. 
3 books or more post free. 


: ul : Also of interest: 
Alfred Sherman Lady Thatcher and Alexander Deane, author of Larry Arnhart, Darwinian 
The Great Abdication (£8-95t$47-99 )atthe Conservatism (£8-9 ) 
launch of Sir Alfred Sherman's Paradoxes of George Bush was wrong 
Power, Centre for Policy Studies, 27 July 2005. about Intelligent Design” 
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